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THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sourees whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Jolinson, &e., Xe. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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iv CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 
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HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Seeretary of State fer Foreign Aftfairs——Most Hon. the Maryuess of 
SALISBURY, K.G. 

Lord President of the Council——His Graee the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor—Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBuRyY. 

Lord Privy Seal tt. Hon. Viscount Cross, G.C.B., G.C.S.L. 

First Lord of the Treasury —-Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 

‘Secretaries of State 
Home Department *t. Hon. Sir MATTHEW WHITE RIDLEY, Bt. 
Colonial—— Rt. Hon. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 

War——Most Hon. Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., GC.S.1 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON. 

‘Chancellor of the Exchequer-—Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 

First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. GEORGE JOACHIM GOSCHEN. 

Lord Lieutenant of lreland tt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. CHARLES ‘THOMSON RITCHIE. 

Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFouR OF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. HENRY CHAPLIN. 

‘Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 

First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture——-Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 























NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Postmaster-General—— Duke of NORFOLK, K.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury — Kt Hon. kK. W. Hanbury, M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFouR, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Committee of Council-——Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELpon Gorst, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——W. G. ELLISON MACARTNEY, Esq.. M.P. 
H. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. ; 
Lords of the Treasury ——, WILLIAM HAYES FISHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Admiral Sir F. W. Rica arps, G.C B 
Vice-Admiral Sir F. G. D. BEprorn, Ix.C.B. 
Lords of the Admiralty———- Rear-Admiral A. K. WiLson, V.C., C.B. 
Capt. A. W. Moore, C.B., C.M.G. 
J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Ottice-—Rt. Hon. W. St. JoHN BRoprick, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Ottice——Rt. Hon. JESSE COLLINGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office — Rt. Hon. Earl of SELBORNE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Oflice —Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——GEORGE WyNDHAM, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. Earl of DuDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board T. W. RussELL, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office— J. PoWELL-WILLIAMS, Esq., M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir RicHArp E. WessTERr, Bt., G.C.M.G., .C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Sir R. B. Frxuay, Q.C., M.P. 


























vi HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General tt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divoree, 
and Admiralty Courts. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of Hoperoun, G.C.M.G. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Hon. AILWYN E. FELLOWEs, M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PoRTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Houseliold——Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Houselhhold——Viscount CuRzoN, M.P. 
Master of the Buekhounds tt. Hon. Earl of CovVENTRY, 
Captain Yeoman of the Guard Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
General Rt. Hon. Viscount Bripport, G.C.B. (permanent). 
Rt. Hon. Earl of Krntore, G.C.M.G. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
a Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL. 
alae ‘ 5——) Rt. Hon. Lord Harris, G.C.S.1., G.C.LE. 
Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
tt. Hon. Lord BAGor. 


SCOTLAND. 


Chief Secretary ——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFOUR. 

Lord Advocate tt. Hon. A. G. MurRRAY, Q.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk Rt. Hon. Lord Kinspurau, C.5. 

Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montrose, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 




















Solicitor-General——CHARLEsS Scorr-Dickson, Esq., Q.C. 
IRELAND. 

Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Lord ASHBOURNE. 

Chief Secretary ———Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFour, M.P. 

Under Secretary——Rt. Hon. Sir DAvIp HArrEL, K.C.B. 

Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, M.P. 

Solicitor-General——Geo. WriGut, Esy. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees Rt. Hon. Earl of Morty. 

Clerk of Parliaments——Henry J. L. GRAHAM, Esy., C.D. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) Hon. E. P. THestcer, C.b. 
Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees— 
Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—-ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 
Chief Clerk and Clerk of Publie Bills H. C. MALKIN, Esq. 
Senior Clerks—— 








Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Ofiicer of Private Bill Costs——R. W. Monro, Esq. 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office —.A. HArrison, Esq. 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Oflicer of Judicial Costs——E. F. 


TAYLOR, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Lemcu, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees—J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks——F. SkENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAmitvon Gorvon, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. 
(Clerk attending the Table); Hon. A. MCDONNELL; A. H. Ropinson, Esq. ; H. P. St. 
JoHN, Esq. ; V. M. Brppunpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Stonor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. 3 
C. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HOTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——(G. FULKEs, Esq. 





Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court ; Assistant Copyist ——Mr. H. P. Noruts. i 
Messengers Messrs. W. WorFELL, A. A. WorRFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 





LockE, J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian——S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 

Messenger——Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 

Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campton, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
—J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Michael A. 8S. BIDDULPH, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. BUTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Major-General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.C.V.0., C.S.1. 
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HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) vii 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——Mr. J. K. WILLLAMs. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GuRNEy SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers——Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOPP. 
Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. Wootacott, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. ForsytH, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
_  W. W. MEATEs, 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. T, KENDRICK. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Clerk of the House of Commons——ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esyq., C.B. 

Clerk-Assistant——FRANCIS B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees W. A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office—R. DICKINSON, Esq. 
Private Bill Oftice——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks ——W. GrBBons, Esq. ; F. St. GeorGE Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; 
C. V. Frere, Esq.; L. T, LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. 

Assistant Clerks——Sir E. H. Dorr, Bart. ; S. L. StMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esy.; 
E. C. HOWE Browne, Esq.; HORACE West, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq. ; 
ArvuurR H. ELis, Esq.; PErcy A. BuLL, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS WYNN, Esq.; 
W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. C. HOLLAND, Esq.; J. W. G. BonD, Esq. 

Junior Clerks——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq.; H. C. DAWKINS, Esq.; A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Esq.; 
R. P. CoLoms, Esq.; B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, Re: J. Scott PorTER, Esq.; 
F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq.; R. A, AUSTEN LEIGH, Esq.; W.T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. Lock Ton, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office——Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers -Messrs. J J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JoNES, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERsSKINR, Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——Lieut.-Col. Hon. E. H. LEGGE. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. W. Wison, Mr. M. [INGLEFIELD. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (1st Class)——Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. Woopcrarr, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 

© J. Hintus, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWs, Mr. T. B. Spray, Mr. G. Tye, Mr. G. 
MILLs, Mr. R. Hopsy, Mr. G. ANSTEY. 

Messenvers (2nd Class)——Messrs. J. H. DAy, J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYAT?, 
R. Turrir, A. HASKELL, A. C, JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistants-——Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messts. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster——-Mr. EpMuND W. Pike; Hall Keeper—— Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper-——-Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House——Rev. Canon BAsin WILBERFORCE, D.D 

Secretary to the Speaker EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. E. CHANDOs LEIGH, Q.C., C.B. 

Trainbearer——MRr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. G. T. VINEY. 

Referee of Private Billsk——ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq. 

Examiners of Private Bills C. W. Campion, Esq., J. FP. SYMons JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk——J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. 









































Librarian x. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——E. G. HARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks in 
Library Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers—— Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 





W. HAGUE. 
Vote Oftice—— 
Chief Clerk H. A. M. KILuick, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——P. E, Smiru, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger--—Mr. JOHN EDWARDs. 
Printers—-— 
Journals——G,. E. BRISCOE EYRE, Esq. 
Votes——-J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 
Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. Horsey. 
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VOLUME LXxXIx. 


SECOND VOLUME OF SESSION 1900. 


LORDS: THURSDAY, 15TH FEBRUARY, 1900. 


Lorp DuNBOYNE—Petition of Robert St. John Fitz-Walter Butler, Baron 
of Dunboyne, claiming a right to vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor to consider 
and report thereupon to the House ... a stg Sa ‘ai hi l 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Par- 
liaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 
complied with: London County *Tramways (No. 2). And also a 
special report from the Examiners in respect of theifollowing Bill : 
Great Grimsby Street Tramways [H.L.]. The same were ordered 
to lie on the Table es sid ed sss sis ‘0a st 1 


Barnsley Corporation Bill [u.v.].Presented, and read the first time... I 
Caledonian Railway Bill [H.L.]—Petition for additional provision, of the 


Caledonian Railway Company ; together with proposed amendment and 
clause annexed thereto ; read, and referred to the Examiners _... bi ? 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—No. 2379. Japan (Hiogo and Osaka). 
No. 2380. Italy (Venice). No 2381. Argentine Republic (Finances) ... 3 


STATISTICS—Statistical Tables relating to the Colonial and other Possessions of 
the United Kingdom Part XXIL, for the years 1894-95-96. Presented 
[by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table — ... ik ei 4g 3 


ForEIGN JuRtispicTion Act, 1890; CONSULAR SALARIES AND FEES ACT, 
1891; ForEiGN MARRIAGE Act, 1892—-Orders in Council, dated 29th 
January, 1900 :—-I. “The China and Corea (Consular and Marriage Fees)” 
Order in Council, 1900. II. ‘The Japan (Consular and Marriage Fees)” 
Order in Council, 1900 a ae as cae ans ea a 2 








x TABLE OF CONTENTS 
February 15.] 


FoREIGN JurRispicTion Act, 1890—-Order in Council, dated 29th sas 
1900, “The North- Eastern Rhodesia Order in Council, 1900” 


COLONIAL Propates Act, 1892——Order in Council, of 29th January, 1900, 
applying “ the Colonial Probates Act, 1892” to the British Possession of 
the Island of St. Helena 


(GFENERAL Hospirats Acts, 1865 ANnb 1869—Order in Council, of 29th 
January, 1900, approving a Memorial of the Lords Commissione rs of the 
Admiralty praying sanction to a rearrangement of the number of Naval 
and Greenwich Hospital Pensions to Naval and Marine Officers of the 
retired and pensioned list of Her Majesty’s Navy 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS Banks—Eighth Annual Report of proceedings of the 
Inspection Committee, for the year ended 20th November, 1899: with 
appendices 


Post OFFICE TELEGRAPHS —Account showing the gross amount received and 
expended on account of the telegraph service during the year ended 
31st March, 1899, and a statement additional to the above account. Laid 
before the House [pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie on the Table 


Money-Lending Bill [1.1.|—-A Bill to amend the law with respect to 
persons carrying on business as money lenders—Was presented by the 
Lord James of Hereford ; read the first time ; and to he printed. (No. 10) 


STANDING COMMITTER——NOMINATION OF CHAIRMEN AND MEMBERS—Com- 
mittee of Selection for the Standing Committee—Report from, that 
the Committee have nominated the following Lords to serve as 
Chairmen of the Standing Committee — Earl  Halsbury (Lord 
Chancellor) ; Viscount Cross (Lord Privy Seal); Earl Morley ; 
Earl Camperdown ; Earl Kimberley; Lord Elgin (Earl Eigin and 
Kineardine) ; and that the Committee have nominated the following 
Lords to serve on the Standing Committee—Lord Archbishop of Canter- 
bury; Earl Halsbury (Lord Chancellor); Lord tArchbishop of York ; 
Duke of Devonshire (Lord President) ; Viscount Cross (Lord Privy Seal) 
Duke of Bedford; Duke of Marlborough; Duke of Rutland; Duke of 
Northumberland ; Marquess of Lansdowne; Marquess of Salisbury : 
Marquess of Bath; Marquess of Ripon ; Marquess of Breadalbane ; Ear! 
Pembroke and Montgomery (Lord Steward); Earl Denbigh; Earl 
Stamford: Earl Chesterfield; Earl Jersey; Earl Lauderdale; Earl 
Carnwath ; Earl Cowper; Earl Stanhope; Earl Waldegrave ; Ear! 
Portsmouth ; Earl Spencer; Earl Clarendon ; Earl Onslow ; Earl Grey : 
Karl Morley ; Earl Vane (Marquess of Londonderry); Earl Cawdor ; Earl 
Camperdown ; Earl Dudley ; Earl Kimberley; Earl Selborne ; Earl 
Cranbrook ; Earl Ancaster; Earl Crewe; Viscount Falkland ; Viscount 
Sidmouth ; Viscount Gordon (Earl of Aberdeen); Viscount Knutsford : 
Viscount Llandaff; Viscount Peel; Lord Bishop of London ; Lord 
Bishop of Winchester ; Lord Hopetoun (Earl Hopetoun) (Lord Chamber- 
lain) ; Lord Clinton ; Lord Zouche of Haryngworth ; Lord Saltoun ; Lord 
Balfour ; Lord Boyle (Earl of Cork and Orrery) ; Lord Ribblesdale ; Lord 
Churchill ; Lord Harris ; Lord Colchester ; Lord Plunket ; Lord Rosebery 
(Earl Rosebery); Lord Poltimore ; Lord Kintore (Earl lintore) ; Lord 
Leigh ; Lord Wenlock ; Lord Elgin (Karl Elgin and Kincardine) ; Lord 
Belper ; Lord Lawrence ; Lord Aberdare ; Lord Coleridge ; Lord Norton ; 
Lord Shute (Viscount Barrington) ; Lord Rowton ; Lord Ampthill ; Lord 


Keay ; Lord Tweedmouth ; Lord Northbourne ; Lord Sudley (Earl of 
Arran): Lord Monkswell ; Lord Lingen ; Lord Ashbourne ; Lord Thring : 
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Lord Macnaghten; Lord Cheylesmore; Lord Morris; Lord Iveagh ; 
Lord Kelvin; Lord Rookwood ; Lord Shand; Lord Ashcombe ; Lord 
Hawkesbury ; Lord Stanmore ; Lord Welby ; Lord Russell of Killowen ; 
Lord Davey ; Lord Wandsworth ; Lord Burghclere ; Lord James ; Lord 
Pirbright; Lord Glenesk; Lord Heneage; Lord Glanusk; Lord 
Brampton ; Lord Cranworth ; Lord Avebury. Read; and ordered to lie 
on the Table ... Sea iat 
Isolation Hospitals (Amendment) Bill [1.1.].—{Second Reading.] Order 
of the Day for the Second Pate agreed 
DISCUSSION : 
The Earl of Lichfield ite 6 Viscount Kintsford 9 
Lord Harris : sled 38 
Bill read the ‘evade time [according to Order], and. committed to a 
Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 
SouTH AFRICAN War-—ResECTION OF VOLUNTEERS AFTER PURCHASE OF 
EQuIPMENT. 
DISCUSSION : 
Lord Brownlow ...5 ) The Earl of Kimberley ... scot SB 
The Secretary of Stutr for 
War (The Marquess of 
Lansdowne) ae “ssi 11 
soutTH AFRICAN WaAr—Proverty or Comparantr Borrs —OPERATIONS IN 
NATIVE DISTRICTS. 
Question by the Earl of Camperdown— postponed. 
SouTH AFRICAN War CONTEMPLATED MILITARY MEASURES. 
DISCUSSION 
The Eurl of Dunraven ee The Eurl of Kiinberley... ... 42 
Lord Weuloel, nor vee The Prime Minister and S: eretary 
Lord Newton ct soe, . a of State for Foreign A fjuirs 
Lord Blythswoe v/ . ws «= BO (The Marque $s of Salishury) 45 
The Earl of Ri ONG hery “ei 97 Lord Tweedimouth... 50 
The Earl of Leven d& Melville 34 Viscount Falbland 52 
Lord ondiiion: 35 The Marque Ss of rae eee 52 


The MMurques SS OJ Lans slaiiig J 4 


The Honse adjourned at Twenty-five minutes before Eight of the clock. 


COMMONS: THURSDAY, loth FEBRUARY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill “To empower the Southport 
District Tramroad Company to construct certain tramroads, tri amway, 
and bridge between Southport and Lytham : and for other purposes, read 
the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


LonDON County TRAMWAYs (No. 2)—-Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. James Stuart and Mr. John Burns ; a 


53: 


53 





xii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
February 15.] 


PETITIONS. 
Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Glenesk ; Rosewell ; 
Arniston ; Niddrie ; Loanhead ; Newhattle ; Wallyford ; Polton ; Car- 
berry ; South Normanton ; and Gillhead ; to lie upon the Table ... 


British MuseumM—Petition of the Trustees of the British Museum (Queen’s 
Recommendation signified), for grant in aid; referred to the Committee 
of Supply om ae 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES) (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1899—1900)— 
Copy presented,—of Estimate of the Further Amount required during 
the year ending 31st March, 1900, for the service of the Ordnance 
Factories [by Command]; referred to the Committee of Supply, and to 
be printed. [No. 49.] ” 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (FOREIGN CoUNTRIES)——Copy presented,—of Statistical 
Abstract for the principal and other Foreign Countries in each year from 
1888 to 1897-8 (Twenty-sixth Number) [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table ... sige = jee = ies ius is res es 


COLONIAL Statistics—Copy presented,—of Statistical Tables relating to the 
Colonial and other Possessions of the United Kingdom. Part XXII. for 
the years 1894-5-6 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... ete 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BAnks—Copy presented,—of Eighth Annual Report of the 
Proceedings of the Inspection Committee for the year ended 20th 
November, 1899 [by Act|; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


Post Orrick TELEGRAPHS—-Account presented,—showing the gross amount 
received and expended on account of the Telegraph Service during the year 
ended 31st March, 1899, &c. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 51.] ss i es sa 


Barracks Act, 1890—Account presented,—showing the money raised and 
issued under the provisions of the Act, the securities created in respect 
thereof, and the amount expended for the purposes of the Act to the 
31st March, 1899, with the Report of the Comptroller and Accountant 
General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to he printed. 
[No. 52.] ; ; ” a 


Presiic Orrices (ACQUISITION OF SITE) Act, 1895, SESSION 2; PUBLIC 
OFFICES (WESTMINISTER) SITE Act, 1896; PUBLic OFFICES (WHITE- 
HALL) Sire Act, 1897; and Pusiic BuILpINGs EXPENSES Act, 1898— 
Account presented,—showing the moneys issued under the provisions of 
the Acts, the securities created in respect thereof, and the amount expended 
for the purposes of the Acts to the 31st March, 1898 ; together with the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 53.] ie sai i 


Army (ORDNANCE FAcToRIES) (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT) —— Appropriation 
Account presented,-—of the sums granted by Parliament for the expense of 
the ordnance factories, the productions of which have been charged to other 
Votes for the year ended 31st March, 1899, together with the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]: to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 54.]... ee mn ia 
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ARMY (APPROPRIATION AccoUNT)—Copy presented,—of the Appropriation 
Account for 1898-9, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General therecn, ete. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


ur 


Navy (Appropriation Account)—-Copy presented,—of the Appropriation 
Account for 1898-9, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon, ete. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 56.] . cy aE a ee Ses 


ou 
Ve 


ForEIGN JURISDICTION AcT, 1890—Copy presented,—of Order in Council, 
dated 29th January, 1900, entitled The North Eastern Rhodesia Order 
in Council, 1900 [by ‘Act] : to lie upon the Table ... me ap Se oe 


yt 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890, THE CONSULAR SALARIES AND FEES ACT, 
1891, AND THE FOREIGN MARRIAGE ACT, 1892 —Copy presented,—of 
Order in Council, dated 29th January, 1900, entitled The Japan (Consular 
and Marriage Fees) Order in Council, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


or 
wer 


Copy presented,—of Order in Council, dated 29th January, 1900, 
entitled The China and Corea (Consular and Marriage Fees) Order in 
Council, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table re 


ur 
yt 


COLONIAL PRropaTEs AcT 1892—Copy presented, of Order in Council, dated 
29th January, 1900, applying the Colonial Probates Act, 1892, to the 
British Possession of the Island of St. Helena [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


oe 
wt 


GREENWICH HospitaL Acts, 1865 TO 1869—Copy presented,—of Order in 
Council, dated 29th January, approving a Memorial of the Lords Com- 
missioners of the Admiralty praying sanction to a re-arrangement of the 
number of Naval and Greenwich Hospital Pensions to Naval and Marine 
Officers of the Retired and Pensioned List of Her Majesty’s Navy [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ... We an , ais ee sec ig SD 


wt 


TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2380 and 2381 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table ... so Boy ~ wat ae ~ .. 56- 


ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES—Copy ordered, —-*‘ of Statement showing the Produe- 
tion and Consumption of Alcoholic Beverages (Wine, Beer, and Spirits) in 
the various Countries of Europe, in the United States, and in the principal 
British Colonies ; together with Statistical Tables relating thereto, in 
each year from 1885 to 1898, as far as the particulars can be stated (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 72, of Session 1899).” 
(Mr. Ritchie) : 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 57] ey es 3 oe sis ne ‘i iat <> | OO 


SEA FISHERIES OF THE UNITED KinGgpom—Copy ordered,—“ of Statistical 
Tables and Memorandum relating to the Sea Fisheries of the United 
Kingdom in the year 1899 ; including also a Return showing the quantity 
of fish carried by railway from each of the principal ports of England and 
Wales, Scotland, and Ireland, in each year from 1894 to 1899, inclusive 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 71, of Session 1899.”—(Mr. 
litchie.) Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 58]... sae eae ian ix ies eal vue 
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TRADE Union FUNDs (BANKiNG)—Return ordered, “showing the number 


of societies or clubs, other than friendly societies and charitable and 
provident institutions, which have been permitted hy the National Debt 
Commissioners or their Comptroller General, to invest under the Savings 
Bank Acts witheut restriction as to amount, giving the designation and 
specifying the objects of the said societies.” —( Vr. Woods)... 


RIFLE RANGES CLosep IN EasteERN Districr—Address for “ Return of Rifle 
ranges closed in the Eastern District since the gradual issue of the Lee- 
Metford rifle, beginning in 1890.”—-(Mr. Powell-IVilliais) ... 


WUESTIONS. 


Sours AFRICAN WaAR—Borr INVASION OF ZULULAND—POLICY OF EMPLOY- 
ING SouTH AFRICAN NATIVE OR INDIAN TROOPS—Questions, Mr. 
Yerburgh (Chester) and Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, Bodmin) ; Answers, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E .) and The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingh: am, W.) 


Proposed Day oF HUMILIATION—Question, Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour she am ; 


Dutch PRISONERS AT Stmon’s TowN—Question, Mr. Courtney ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain ... +r ., re a 


DISLOYALTY IN CAPE CoLoNy—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain 0 sie sae sa be ne ie 


TRANSVAAL GOLD MINES- gage Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 5.) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain.. eka Se f Cee x 


DeLaGoa BAY—NEUTRALITY OF PORTUGAL—Question, Sir Fortescue Flannery 
(Yorkshire, Shipley) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Navat War Disparcues—-Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) 


TRANSPORT CONTRACTS—-THE PENINSULAR AND ORIENTAL CoMPANY 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Macartney 


SoLpIERS’ EsTATES AND THE DeatH Duties—Questions, Mr. Evelyn Cecil 
(Hertfordshire, Hertford), and Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the piven cee sini Michael Hicks Beach, 


Bristol, W.) 


{COMMANDS AT THE FroNT—Question, Sir William Houldsworth (Manchester, 


N.W.) ; Answer, The Under Seeretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) ... ae i to is 
Irish MuuiriA—ALLBGED CoERCION TO VOLUNTEER—Questions, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny), Col Saunderson (Armagh, N.), Mr. Crean (Queen's 
Co., Ossory), Mr. M’Ghee (Louth, 8.), and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, 
Mr. Wyndham aa - =a minis ss we te ee 


Irish RomAN CATHOLICS-SEDITIOUS CircULARS—Questions, Mr. William 
Johnston and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, FE.) ; Answers, The Attorney 
General for Leland (Myr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) nh ~ - 
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CAPTURED CANNON-—(Question, Mr. T. D. Sullivan (Donegal W.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham a 


Vickers-Maxm Quick-FirInG GuNs—Question, Mr. Joseph Walton (York- 
shire, W. R., Barnsley) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 1... ba “se re 


THE New Batreries OF ARTILLERY—Question, Mr. Joseph Walton ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... - i das "_ bs it ma 


THE ErentH Div — Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham __... - a is sa fen sibs =a 


REDUCTION OF THE RoyaL Horse ARTILLERY IN ee Sir J. 
Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


RESERVE OF OFFICERS—Question, Mr. Jeffreys; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SraFF OFFICERS’ ALLOWANCES—Question, Mr. Moore (St. Pancras, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham des sae ‘aid oa ee = 


VOLUNTEER ADJUTANTS—Question, Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... gas it ee ; 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. —EQUIPMENT GRANTS—Question, Mr. Nicol (Argyll- 
shire) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ie -_ er mee 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY EQuipmMent—Mr. Radcliffe Cooke (Hereford) ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell-Williams, 
Birmingham, 5.) i es are ss ne ah ae wo 


TRANSPORT SERVICE--THE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—Question, Mr. Hobhouse, 
Somersetshire, EK.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


ALLEGED BOER SPIES IN THE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—Question, Mr. William 
Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 


YEOMANARY HorseMANSHIP TESTS ALLEGED FATALITY AT BELFAST— 
Question, Mr. M‘Cartan (Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CustoM DUTIES ON ARTICLES SENT TO THE TRoops—Question, Mr. Bartley, 
(Islington, N.): Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


ARMY SUPPLEMENTARY EstiMATES ~— Question, Mr. Lough; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


PUBLICATION OF Wak NEWS —Question, Mr. Lough ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
Rates (oF PostacGe ‘ro Troops AT THE FRONtT—Question, Mr. Caldwell 
(Lanark, Mid); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasurer _ 


Hanbury, Preston) 


TRANSPORTS — AUSTRALIAN CoAL —- Question, Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Macartney 


RUSSELL SHOOTING DireEcTOR—Question, Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


sROTHERHOOD DEPRESSION RANGE FINDER-—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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Mark IV. AMMUNITION — Question, Mr. Radeliffe Cooke; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ce aa Se ne a 


MILITIA SERGEANT MAJoRsS—Question Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham . , 4 


RoyAL Patriotic ComMission— Question, Mr. Kearley — intel Answer, 
Mr. J. Powell-Williams ‘ o ee ‘ 


CRIMEAN PENSIONERS—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, Mr. J. 
Powell-Williams ie a sl ma 


CANTEEN AND MEss Co-OPERATIVE SOCIETY—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) : 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams es - aS . 


REGIMENTAL CANTEEN CONTRACTS—Question, Mr. Flynn; Answer, Mr. J. 
Powell-Williams is ; at i 


CATERING FOR THE TROOPS EMPLOYED IN DISAFFECTED Districts—THE 
Wetsu Coat Rrots—Questions, Mr. D. A. Thomas aida res 
Answers, Mr. J. Powell-Williams : : 


CoLouRED LANDOWNERS IN THE TRANSVAAL—Question, Mr. Drage (Derby) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... : 


Famagusta HaArsour-—Question, Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, Leek) ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain ; Ne - e 


Savincs BANkKs—Question, Sir J. Leng (Dundee); Answer, Sir M. Hicks- 
Beach 

Revorts or Facrory INSPECTORS -Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Sir M. W hite Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) 


DanceERoUs LAMPS AND OILS—Question, Mr, Provand ia lasgow, Blackfriars) ; 
Answer, Sir M. White Ridley oe 


CoMPENSATION TO INJURED MERCHANT SEAMEN—Question, Mr. Provand : 
Answer, Sir M. White Ridley if 


WorKMEN'’S COMPENSATION ACT—-Question, Mr. Provand; Answer, Sir M. 
White Ridley ae 


Private Bit LEGISLATION EXPENSES — Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas : 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for the Home a (Mr. 
Jesse ( ‘ollings, Birmingham, Bordesley) ; ee _ 


INpIcATOR OF DEBATES -Questions, Mr. Moon and Mr. Carvell Williams 
(Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works 
(Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine's) * 


BRAKES ON PASSENGER TRAINS—-QQueston, Mr. Weir; Answer, The President 
of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) : 


TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WITH LIGHTHOUSES—Question, Mr. Charles 
M‘Arthur (Liverpool Exchange) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie - 


E_ectric TRACTION ON THE METROPOLITAN UNDERGROUND RatLways— 
(Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... be 
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ScoTrigsH CONGESTED Districts —- Proposep NEW Piers —- Question, Sir 
Leonard Lyell (Orkney and Shetlands); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. 
A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 
ISLAND OF Lewis —FISHERMEN’S DWELLINGS—(uestion, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Mr. A. Graham Murray 


SuNDAY TRAWLING IN| Scorrisie WATERS—-Question, Mr. Weir: Answer, 
Mr. A. Graham Murray 


THe Hacte CoNrerENCE--Question, Mr. Courtney ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick... 
< b] . 


Foor anp Mourn Diskase REGULATIONS—-Question, Sir Samuel Hoare 
(Norwick) ; Answer, Mr, Akers-Douglas 


INDIA Fawine Renrer—Questions, Sir W. Wedderburn (Banflshire), and Mr. 
William Redmond ; Answers, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G, 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


Oysters Birt Question, Mr. Loder (Brighton); Answer, The President of 
the Local Government Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 

REORGANISATION OF THE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT —Questions, Sir W. Hart- 
Dyke (Kent, Dartford), and Sir F. S. Powell (Wigan) ; Answers, ‘The 
Vice-President of the Committee of Council on Education (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University ) 

ACQUISITION AND Conrron or Arr Oprects IN NATIONAL MUSEUMS— 
Question, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answers, Sir J, Gorst ... 

TRAINING CurrnicuLum vor) Puri TEACHERS —- Question, Mr. Morrell 
(Oxfordshire, Woodstock) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 

Ligur RAWWAYS IN THE HIGHLANDS —- Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury 


CABLE Detays iN Liverroor —- Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur; Answer, 
Hanbury 


STRADONE PostaL ARRANGEMENTS ~ Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan W.) : 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


LURGAN Post Orrick Question, Mr. M‘Cartan, Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


ATHLEAGUE PostaL ARRANGEMENTS—Question, Mr, Hayden (Roscommon 5.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury 34 sis sie ent me its 


Renr Appears av BeLrast—Questions, Mr. Daly (Monaghan 8.), and Mr. 
Flavin: Answer, Mr. Atkinson “ - 


Irish Union SCHOOL TEACHER iA roi Mr. Field eeeants St. Patrick) ; 


Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


BLOB. Cuvrn’s Estate, Castte Istanps—-Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ... 


ALTMORE TENANT FARMERS’ GRIEVANCES—-Questions, Mr. eins suacemat I ) 
and Mr. Flavin; Answers, Mr. Atkinson ane : : 


Kari oF Gosrorti’s Estate —Question, Mr. MeCartan; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson so aan si er 
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IntsH AGRICULTURAL GRANTS IN URBAN Districts—-Question, Capt. Donelan 
(Cork, IE.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


ANNALY Estate, Co. LoNGrorp—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson oa 


BELMULLETT UNton CLERK’S SALARY—-Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, %.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ’ ; ? i 


Roscommon Macistracy-—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


Ennis Marker Touius—Question, Mr. William Redmond; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson as é 


Tris AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, The 
Vice-President of the Department of Agriculture for Ireland (Mr, Plunkett, 
Dublin Co., 8.) be 


Iris JUDICIAL APPOINTMENTS—Questions, Mr. Daly and Capt. Donelan ; 
Answers, Mr, A. J. Balfour Re ee we a se 


STANDING OrbDERS oF THE House—First ReEaApINGS—THe TEN MINUTES 
RuLE—-Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Civit Service Estimates—Questions, Mr. J. P. Farrell, Mr. John Redmond 
(Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour . ‘ ss 


THE BupGeT—Question, Mr. John Redmond ; Answer, Mr. A. J, Balfour 


New Member Sworn—Sir Michael Foster, K.C.B., M.D., for the University 
of London, ben i as ws = nos we as ; 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That, so soon as the Committee of Supply has been appointed and estimates 
have been presented, the Businass of Supply shall (until it be disposed of) be the 
first Order of the Day on Friday, sakes the House otherwise order on the 
Motion of a Minister of the Crown moved at the commencement of Public 
Business to be decided without Amendment or Debate; and the provisions of 
Standing Order No. 56 shall be extended to Friday. Not inore than twenty 
days, being days before the 5th of August, on which the Speaker leaves the 
Chair for the Committee of Supply without Question put, counting from the first 
day on which the Speaker so left the Chair under Standing Order No. 56, shall 
be allotted for the consideration of the Annual Estimates for the Army, Navy, 
and Civil Services, including Votes on Account, the Business ef Supply standing 
first Order on every such day. Provided always, that on Motion made after 
Notice by a Minister of the Crown, to be decided without Amendment or 
Debate, additional time, not exceeding three days, may be allotted for the 
Business of Supply, either before or after the 5th of August. On the last but 
one of the allotted days, at Ten o'clock p.m., the Chairman shall proceed 
to put forthwith every ‘:uestion necessary to dispose of the outstanding Votes in 
Committee of Supply; and on the last, not being earlier than the twentieth 
of the allotted days, the Speaker shall, at Ten o'clock p.m. proceed to put 
forthwith every Question necessary to complete the outstanding Reports of 
Supply. On the days oppointed for concluding the Business of Supply, the 
consideration of such business shall not be anticipated by a Motion of Adjour- 
ment under Standing Order No. 17; nor may any dilatory Motion be moved on 
such proceedings ; nor shall they be interrupted under the provisions of any 
Rinading Order relating to the Sittings of the House. Provided always that 
any Additional Estimate for any new service or matter, not included in the 
original Etimates for the year, shall be submitted for consideration in the 
Committee of Supply on any day not later than two days before the Committee 
is closed. Provided also that the days oceupied by the consideration of 
Estimates supplementary to those of a previous Session, or of any Vote of 
Credit, shall not be included in the computation of the twenty days. Provided 
also that two Morning Sittings shall be deemed equivalent to one Three o’clock 
Sitting.’ —(Mr, A. J. Balfour.) 
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February 15.) Page 
DISCUSSION :—- 
Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland, Mr, Gibson — Bowles (Lynn 
Egremont) a Regis) sid oe 6 - 


Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester)... 106 


Amendment proposed — 


_ “In line 17, after the word ‘August, to insert the words ‘and on such allotted 
Fridays the House shall meet at 11 a.m. and sit till 6 pom. —( Vr. Daneombe,) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The First Lord of the Trea- Mr. Swift Mucn ere 
sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, S.) see 113 
Manchester, B.)... ste 108 Mr, Gibson Bowles ore <0 EE 
Mr T. P. O'Conner (Liver- Mr. Alerander Cross (Clas 
pool, Scotland)... . 108 que, Camlachic)... 115 
Sir IL, Campbell- Bannerman Mr. Dal: iel (Kirkcaldy Burghs s) 116 
(Stirling Burghs) sc) oe Mr J. Po Farrell (Caran, 
Sir Samuel Hoare (Norw ivh) 11] WW.) a se . 116 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mir. Swift Mac Niell we «ET Mr. John Rednond ere 118 
Mr, Courtenny — Warner Mr. Gibson Bowles , 119 
(Stuffordshire, Lichfield)... 118 Mr. A. J. Balfour ee soap Bae 
Mr. Cogh ill = (Stoke -upon- 
Trent)... ei we. 28 


Amendment proposed— 
“In line 8, after the word «twenty, to insert the word ‘two,’ "(Ma Strachey.) 
Question put, “ That the word ‘ two’ be there inserted.” 
The House divided ;—Ayes, 136: Noes, 230, (Division List No. 15.) 
Main Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 303 ; Noes, 62. (Division List No. 14.) 


Ordered, That so soon as the Committee of Supply has been appointed 
and Estimates have been presented, the Business of Supply shall 
(until it be disposed of) be the first Order of the Day on Friday, unless 
the House otherwise order on the Motion of a Minister of the Crown 
moved at the commencement of Public Business to be decided without 
Amendment or Debate; and the provisions of Standing Order No. 56, 
shall be extended to Friday. 


Not more than 20 days, being days before the 5th of August, on which 
the Speaker leaves the Chair for the Committee of Supply without 
Question put, counting from the first day on which the Speaker so left the 
Chair under Standing ' Order No. 56 shall be allotted for the consideration 
of the Annual Estimates for the Army, Navy, and Civil Services, including 
Votes _ Account, the Business of Supply standing first Order on every 
such day, 
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Provided always, that on Motion made after Notice hy a Minister of 
the Grown to be decided without Amendment or Debate, additional time, 
not exceeding three days, may be allotted for the Business of Supply, 
either before or after the 5th of August. 


On the last but one of the allotted days, at Ten o'clock p.m., the 
Chairman shall proceed to put forthwith every Question necessary to 
dispose of the outstanding Votes in Committee of Supply ; and on the 
last, not being earlier than the twentieth of the allotted days, the Speaker 
shall, at Ten o'clock p.m., proceed to put forthwith every Question 
necessary to complete the outstanding Reports of Supply. 


On the days appointed for concluding the Business of Supply, the 
consideration of such business shall not be anticipated, by a Motion of 
Adjournment under Standing Order No, 17; nor may any dilatory 
Motion be moved on such proceedings; nor shall they be interrupted 
under the provisions of any Standing Order relating to the Sittings of the 
House. 


Provided always that any Additional Estimate for any new service or 
matter, not included in the original Estimates for the year, shall be 
submitted for consideration in the Committee of Supply on any day not 
later than two days before the Committee is closed. 


Provided also that the days occupied by the consideration of Estimates 
supplementary to those of a previous Session, or of any Vote of Credit, 
shall not be included in the computation of the twenty days. Provided 
also that two Morning Sittings shall be deemed equivalent to one Three 
o'clock Sitting. 


BUSINESS OF THE House (Reports of MONEY CoMMITTEES)—Ordered, That 
the proceedings on the Reports of the Committees of Supply and Ways 
and Means, and other Committees authorising the expenditure of Public 
Money, may be entered upon at any hour, though opposed, and shall not 
be interrupted under the provisions of any Standing Order regulating the 
Sittings of the House, except of Standing Order No. 5.--(Mr. A. /. 
Balfour.) 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS (SCOTLAND) —Bill to amend the Law regarding 
Ecclesiastical Assessments in Scotland, ordered to be brought by the Lord 
Advocate 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill - “To amend the Law 
regarding Ecclesiastical Assessments in Scotland,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and 
to be printed. — [ Bill 83. } 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
{Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Army (Supplementary) Estimates, 1899-1900. 


NUMBER OF LAND FORCES. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a further number of Land 
Forces, not exceeding 120,000, all ranks, be maintained for the service of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at home and abroad, 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
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DISCUSSION : 


Mr. Willian Redinond Sir W. Thorburn (Selkirl: and 
(Clare, E.) oe as. , Lad Peebles) me as 

Col, Long (/] ‘orcestershire, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 
Hresham) aa a. ae Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) — .. 

Lient.-Col, Pryce-Jones(Mout- Sir Henry Fletcher (Susser, Lewes) 
gomery Boroughs) .. 146 Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 

Mr. T. B. Curran (Donegal, The Under Secretary of State for 
N.) Pre awe owe ] D0 ]} Uy (Mr. I} “yndhaim, Dover) 

Col. Wyndham Murray Mr. Weir (toss und Cromarty) ... 
(Bath)... ne. .. 153 Mr, Flavin (Kerry, N.)..- ee 

Mr. Wason (Clackimannon 
und Kinross)... ... 156 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
question be now put.” 


(Juestion put, “That the question be now put.” 

The Committee divided—-Ayes, 236 ; Noes, 39. (Division List No. 15.) 
(Juestion put accordingly. 

The Committee divided——Ayes, 239; Noes, 34. (Division List No. 16.) 


It being after midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow ; Committee to sit again to-morrow 


BUSINESS OF THE House—-Question, Mr. T, P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour wa we 


Luvern RANGES CLosep IN Eastern Districr—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 15th February ; Wr. Powell-Willivins|: to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 59.]... x ; 


Adjourned at ‘Twenty-five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


LORDS: FRIDAY, 167TH FEBRUARY, 1900, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lor» CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with :—-Army and Navy In- 
vestment Trust [H.L.]; Westgate and Birchington Water [H.L.]; 
Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) [u.L.]; Cleethorpes Gas [1.L.| ; 
Commercial Union Assurance Company [H.L.}; Exmouth and District 
Water [iLL]; Fishguard Water and Gas [1.L.]; Governments Stock 
and Other Securities Investment Company [H.L.]: Ningston-upon- 
Thames Gas [0.1.]; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway 
firt.}; London Sea Water Supply [1.u.]; Margate Pier and 
Harbour [1L1L.]; New Russia Company’ [u.t.|;-Rhymney Iron Com- 
pany [H.L.]; Universal Life Assurance Society [H.L.]. The same 
were ordered to lie on the Table o hee xd 


Maryport Harbour Bill [1.1.]; National’ Markets and Stoves and Work- 
shops bill [1.1.].—Presented ; and read first time ... ° ... as re 
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Cork Electric Tramways Bill [11.1.}; Great Grimsby Street Tramways 
Bill [4.1 ].—Presented ; read first time ; and referred to the Examiners ... 


Exmouth Urban District Water Bill. _ L es To beread a second time on 
Tuesday next ... an as : 


Birmingham (King Edward the e Sixth) Schools Bill Un tL.) -To be read.a 


sacond time on Tuesday the 27th instant 


Aston Manor Tramways Bill [11.L.] ; Birmingham asia (Stock) Bill 
{u.1.]; Burnley Corporation Bill [Wu]; Bury and District Water 
(Transfer) Bill [HLL }; Chureh’s Patent Bill [1u.L.]; Dundee Harbour Bill 
H.L.] ; East Shropshire Water Bill [1.1]: East Stirlingshire Water Bill 
H.L.|; Edinburgh Corporation Bill [iL.);  Edinbargh District Lunacy 
Board Bill ae. ; Falkirk and District Water Bill. [1.1 .}; Falkirk 
Corporation Bill [1.1.] ; Hemel Hempstead Corporation Water Bill [11.1..] ; 
Higham Ferrers Water bill {1L.]; Ipswich Corporation Tramways Bill 
[H.L.]; Kingston-upon-Thames Corporation Bill [H.1.] ; Lancashire Inebri- 
ates Acts Board Bill [H.1.] ; Lincoln Corporation (Tramways) Bill [H.1. | ; 
Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill [1.1.]; Margate Corporation Bill 
[H.L.]; Menstone Water (Transfer) Bill [1.1.]; Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board Bill [H.1.]; Morley Corporation Bill {11.1.]; Motherwell and Bellshill 
Railway Bill [1.L.]; Motherwell Water Bill [10.]; Mountain Ash Water 
Bill [u.1..]; Newport Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; Read the seeond time ‘ 


Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn Urban District Gas Bill |1.i.|: Otley 
Urban District Council Water Bill [1.1.]; Paignton Urban District Water 
Bill [H.1,]; Preston Corporation bill [4.1.]; Ramsgate Corporation [m- 
provements Bill [1.L.]; Rotherham Corporation Bill [1L1.]; Rotherhithe 
and Ratcliff Tunnel Bill [11.1.] ; Salford oe bill [11.1.]; Sheffield 
Corporation Bill [1.L.]: Southampton Harbour Bill [11.]; South Essex 
Water Board Bill [H.L.|; Sunderland Corporation Bill [1.1. di Withington 
Urban District Council Bill [H.L.]; Read the second time . ae és 


Leith Burgh Provisional Order Bill [".1.] —A_ Bill to confirm a 
Provisional Order under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, to increase 
the number of magistrates in the burgh of Leith—was presented by the 
Lord Balfour; read the first time; to be printed: and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 12) ; - 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


University or Lonpon Act, 1898—Statutes made for the University of 
London by the Commissioners appointed under the Act ; laid before the 
House [pursuant to Act]; and to be printed. (No. 11) 


RAILWAY PAssencer Communication —Circular from the Board of Trade to 
the railway companies of the United Kingdom, and correspondence 
relating thereto ; presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


SUPREME Court or JUpIcATURE (IRELAND Act, 1877 (COMPENSATION 
ALLOWANCES)—Treasury Minute, dated 10th February 1900, awarding 
to Mr. Mark Perrin, Registrar of Judgments in Ireland, whose office has 
heen consolidated with the Record and Writ Office by order of the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland, a compensation allowance uuder the Act. 


CERTIFIED INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (REGULATIONS FOR MANAGEMENTS) 
—Regulations made with the approval of the Sceretary of State for the 
Home Department for the management and discipline of the St. Joseph's 
Certified Inebriate Reformatory at Ashford, in the county of Middlesex. 
at beicre the House [pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie on the 
able 


Page 


193 


193 


19t 


194 


195 


195 


195 











Fel 


Su 


Tu 


Iso 


QUI 


Pri 














TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

February 16.] 

SoutH AFRICAN WAR—NEWs FROM THE FRrONT-——Question, The Earl of 
Kimberley ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (The Marquess of 
Lansdowne. ) 

Tue Parriori FUND—APPLICATION LN THE PRESENT WAR, 


DISCUSSION : 


The Karl of Northbrool. 6 196 The Marquess of Lansdowne 
Karl Nelson be a 200 The Duke oy Cumbridge ... 
The Duke of ( ‘umbridge ahr en 209 The Earl of Morley 

Karl Carrington — ... : 210 Lord Raglan 

Viscount Knutsford » ae Lord Chelmsford 

Karl Nelson eae ibe ?] 


Isolation Hospitals (Amendment) Bill. |11.1.}— House in Committee 
faccording to, Order]. Bill reported without. amendment. Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read third time on Tuesday next 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Six of the clock. 


COMMONS: FRIDAY, 167m FEBRUARY, 1900. 


QUEEN’S Sreecu (ANSWER To ADDRESS)—The Treasurer of the Household 
reported Her Majesty’s Answer to the Address « ... bv oes 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private BILLs (STANDING OrbER 62 CompLIED Witru)—Mr. SPEAKER laid 


upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private - 


Bills, that, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, namely :— 
Bedford Gas Bill; East London Water Bill ; Gas Light and Coke Company 
Bill; Grantham Gas Bill; Great Eastern Railway Bill; Hartlepool Gas 
and Water Bill; Lambeth Water Bill; London and South-Western Rail- 
way Bill; North Metropolitan Railway and Canal Company Bill ; North 
Warwickshire Water Bilf; Osset Gas Bill; Redhill Gas Bill; St. Albans 
Water Bill; South Metropolitan Gas Bill; Southport Water Bill; 
Wetherby District Water Bill. Ordered, that the Bills be read a second 
time : 1s 


Private BILts (STANDING ORDER 63 COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, that, in the ease of the following bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, namely :— 
Charing Cross and Strand Electricity Supply Bill; Colonial Bank Bill ; 
County of London and Brush Provincial Eleetrie Lighting Bill; Rugeley 
Gas Bill. Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time 


Private Bint Prririons (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the Petition for the 
following Bill, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, 
namely :—St. David’s Railway (Abandoument) Bill. Ordered, that the 

Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders ..., 
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London County Tramways (No. 2) Bill--*''o enable the London County 
Council to work their Tramways by sate power ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Str. Davin’s Ramway (ABANDONMENT) —Petition for Bill: referred to the 


Select Committee on Standing Orders 


PETITIONS, 


INEBRIATES Acts —Vetition from Stockport, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 
the Table os 5 


Mines ono Hours) Bill—-Petition from Buckhaven, in favour : to lie upon 
the T: ae = LS Sf ‘ae te ve 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on ny Bill —Petition from Hertford, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table vi rh Rei 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill - -Petitions in favour, from 
Colne; Nutgrove ; Whalley Range: and Withington; to lie upon the 
Table 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill Petition from Hertford, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... Ge 238 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Vetition from Newburgh in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoMMITTALS (InELAND)—Copy presented,—of Returns from Clerks of the 
Crown and Peace of the number of persons committed for trial in the year 
1899 [by Act]: to lie upon the Table 


SUPREME Courr or JUDICATURE (IRELAND) Act, L887 (COMPENSATION 
ALLOWANCES) —-Copy presented, —of Treasury Minute, dated 10th February, 
1900, awarding to Mr. Mark Perrin, Registrar of Judgments in Trel: und, 
whose office has been consolidated with ‘the Record and Writ Oftice by 
order of the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, « compensation allowance under 
Section 72 of the Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) Act, 1877 [hy 
Act]; to lie upon the Table 


INEBRIATE RETREATS (RULES FOR MANAGEMENT)—Copy presented,—of Regula- 
tions made with the approval of the Sceretary of State for the Home 
Department for the management and discipline of the St. Joseph's 
Certified Inebriate Reformatory at Ashford, in the County of Middlesex 
[hy Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Ramway Passencen ComMUNICATION-—Copy presented,—of Circular from the 
Board of Trade to the Railway Companies of the United Kingdom and 
correspondence relating thereto [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


University oF LonpoNn Act, 1898 -- Copy presented, -—of Statutes made for the 
University of London by the Commissioners appointed under the 
University of London Act, 1898 [by hha to lie “ the Table, and to be 
printed, [Nu. 60} site ie 8d Ses pi 
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Post Orrick TELEGRAPHS—Copy ordered,—-of Account showing the gross 
amount received and the gross amount expended in respect of the 
Telegraph Service from the date ef the transfer of the Telegraphs to the 
State to the 3lst day of March, 1899 (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 54, of Session 1899).” —CV/r. Hanbury.) Copy presented 


accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. {No. 61] 21% 
CorPoRAL PuNisiMent---Address for “Return of all sentences of Corporal 

Punishment inflicted under 26 and 27 Viet., ¢. 44, upon persons convicted 

of offences against Section 43 of the Larceny Act, 1861, and Section 21 of 

the Offences against the Person Act, 1861, in England and Wales from 

the 3ist day of March, 1898, to the 3ist day of December, 1299 (in 

continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No, 166, of Session 1898).°- Wr. 

Lloyd Morqun) ... ; 218 
TRADE Unton FuNnps (BANKING)—Order [15th February] for Return relative 

thereto read, and discharged ... oe edi 55, £4 te ae SES 
SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) (CHAIRMEN’S PANEL). -Mr. Halsey 

reported from the Committee of Selection; That they had selected the 

following six Members to be the Chairmen’s Panel and to serve as Chair- 

men of the two Standing Committees to be appointed under Standing 

Oraer No. 47: —-Mr. John Ellis, Sir James Fergusson, Lord Edmund 

Fitzmaurice, Mr. Laurence Hardy, Mr. Arthur O'Connor, and Mr. Stuart- 

Wortley. Ordered, That the report do lie upon the table a soe SB 


WUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR-—-INCIDENCE OF THE Cost oF CoLONIAL VOLUNTEERS -- 
(Question, Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, Bridgeton); Answer, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E. ... wi a 3B 


NEWS FROM THE SEAT OF WAR—-Question, Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford) ; 


Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 219 
SUSPECTED TREASON--MR. BAREND DU PLESSIS —Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts 
(Carnarvonshire, Kifion) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr, J, Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) — ... oo. BES 
DEATHS OF ‘TROOPS FROM DisEASE — Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr, Wynd- 
ham, Dover) sai ea es a 2 = 219 
FIELD GLAsses Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottinghamshire, W.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham - ea és kobe vl m ss ae | fe 
MANIM-NORDENFELT QUICK-FirntxG OnE-PoUNDER GUNS — Question, Mar. 
Yoxall; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ©... atts ee ei fs sex 230 
VOLUNTEERS’ EQuipMENT--Question, Mr. Wasou (Clackmannuan and Kinross) : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee a hy Me e as 220 
REFRESUMENTS FOR TROOPS BEFORE EMBARKATION AT QUEENSTOWN 
Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ve eo Se 
Soupiers’ TRAINING ALLOWANCES—Question, Mr. Flynn; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham __... Sie pit ve ses ia Sie iss i” ae 
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Postal Rares oN Lerrers From Troops At THE Front—Question, Mr. 
Steadman (Tower Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, The Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Tue HovusenoLp CAavatry—Question, Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham * Fs sie ; 


RECRUITING STANDARDS— Question, Major Rasch (Essex, 5.E.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham en a as a - 


RirLe RANGES— Question, Mr. Radelifte Cooke (Hereford); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham * sh: 


GERMANY AND HoLLANpD—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) 

SAMOA, GERMAN GOVERNMENT TRADING LICENCES---Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Tue New Hepripes—Question, Sir Charles Dilke; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


University Epucarion ABbRoAD—-Question, Mr. Arthur J. Moore (London- 
derry); Answer, Mr. Brodrick i ; ee oe oe 


BerMo-CutnésE Bounpary Commisston—Question, Mr. J. Herbert Roberts 
(Denbighshire, W.);° Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord 
G. Hanulton, Middlesex, Kaling) me ee 


RAILWAY (PREVENTION OF ACCIDENTS) BiLL-—Question, Mr. Schwann (Man 
chester, N.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritelie, 
Croydon) os wate 

PRISON OFFICERS’ PENSIONS-—Question, Mr. Yoxall: Answer, The Secretary 
of State for the Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, 
Blackpool) oe 2 


® 
FACILITIES FOR RIFLE Practick By CIVILIANS Question, Sir John Kinloch 
(Perthshire, E.): Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. 
Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) ; me 


AGE OF EmpLoyMENT IN UNDERGROUND Work —Question, Mar. Grey (West 
Ham, N.): Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of Couricil on 
Edueation (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 

CiviL Service CLERKS — Question, Mr. Yoxall ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


EXAMINERS OF ART IN ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS —Question, Sir Fortescue 
Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley); Answer, Mr. Hanbury 

Post OFFICE OFFICIALS’ Sick LEAVE —Question, Sir Walter Foster ; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury 

InisH RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS’ SITTING—-Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie i 


Mountjoy Srarton, GNA, Tretinp—Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, 
Mid); Answer, Mr. Ritelie ; : mn 


OmAGH Post OFFICE—Question, Mr. Murnaghan; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 
¥ 3 f—} ’ d 


Pr ie 


230 


230 








Feln 
ARI 


Ho1 


LON 


Pur 


BEL 


Cou 


KEE 


NEV 


Loc 


Loc 


Lic! 


Lic 


Sea 





(de 


i~ 
we 














TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
February 16.] 


ARRAN STONE Forts—Question, Serjeant — nv N.); Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury se ve ses x i ss ve 


HOLYHEAD AND LARNE AND StRANRAER MAIL Routes —Question, Mr. 
Arthur J. Moore; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


LONGFORD Post Orrick —Question, Mr. J.P. Farrel ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


PusLic APPOINTMENTS IN: Derry —Questions. Mr. Arthur J. Moore and Mr. 
William Johnston (Belfast, $.); Answer, The Attorney-General for 
Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) : 


Betrast LAND CoMMisston—-Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 5.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson 


County Down Lanp Commission — Question, Mr. Daly; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson 


Kerry County Rates —Question Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson 2 : 


BUSINESS OF THE Housk—Questions, Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, 
Kifion), Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil), Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeen- 
shire, K.), Sir Wilfrid Lawson (Cumberland, Cockermouth), and Mr. 
John Redmond (Waterford): Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour and Sir M. 
Hicks-Beach ‘ ? : ie 


NEW Memper Sworn-—John Brownlee Lonsdale, Esq., for the County of 
Armagh (Mid Armagh Division) ie 5 a 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
NEW BILLS. 


Local AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION—Bill to extend the pro- 
visions of the Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation Act to officers and 
servants of other local authorities, ordered to be brought in by Major 
Rasch, Mr. Hazell, Mr. Galloway, and Mr. Sinclair. ‘ 


Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation Bill —* ‘To extend the 
provisions of the Poor Law Ovlicers’ Supernnuation Act to officers and 
servants of other local authorities,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Tuesday, 3rd April, and to be printed. 


[Bill 84.] 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (ScOTLAND)—Bill to extend the powers and 
provisions of the Licensing Acts to Magistrates of Police of Burghs in 
Scotland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Colville, Mr. John Wilson 
(Govan), Mr. Caldwell, and Mr. Souttar 


Licensing Acts Amendment (Scotland) Bill‘ 'l'o extend the powers and 
provisions of the Licensing Acts to Magistrates of Police of Burghs in 
Scotland,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 28th February, and to be printed. [Bill 85.] ... 


SEA FIsHERIgES REGULATION (SCOTLAND) Act (1895) AMENDMENT—-Bill to 
amend the Sea Fisheries Regulation (Scotland) Act, 1895, ordered to be 
brought in by Sir William Wedderburn, Mr. Crombie, Mr. Gordon, Mr. 
Buchanan, and Captain Sinclair wae oe wits as es 


Sea Fisheries Regulation (Scotland) Act (1895) Amendment Bill—‘ To 
amend the Sea Fisheries Regulation (Seotland) Act, 1895,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be ‘read a second time upon Wednesday, 14th 

March, and to be printed, [Bill 86.) wes ; aS ‘a 
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FACTORIES AND WorksHors AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION—-Bill to 
amend and consolidate the Law relating to Factories and Workshops, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Caldwell, Sir Charles Cameron, 
Mr. Pirie, Mr. Souttar, Mr. Colville, and Mr. John Wilson (Govan) 


Factories and Workshops Amendment and Consolidation Bill. -“ ‘To 
amend and consolidate the Law relating to Factories and Workshops,” 
presented, and read the first time: to be read a second time — 

Vednesday, 28th February, and to be printed. [Bill 87]... 

BorLers REGISTRATION AND INspecTION (No, 2)—Bill to provide for the 
Inspection and Registration of Boilers, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
William Houldsworth, Sir Edward Gourley, Mr. Maclean, Mr. Provand, 
Colonel Denny, and Mr. Leigh Clare oe 


Boilers Registration and Inspection (No. 2) Bill ‘To provide for the 
Inspection and Registration of Boilers,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 7th March, and to be 
printed. | Bill 88} 


Evectric LiGHtinG Act (1882) AMENDMENT— Bill to amend the Electric 
Lighting Act, 1882, ee el to be brought in by Sir William Houldsworth, 
Sir John Dorrington, Mr. Hobhouse, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice, Colonel 
Lockwood, and Mr. Humphreys Owen 


Electric Lighting Act (1682) Amendment Bill-— ‘Io amend the a 
Lighting Act, 1882,” presented, and read the first time; to be read ; 
second time upon Wednesday, 28th February, and to he wine. 
| Bill 89] ass a 

WorkMEN’s Houses Tencre--Bill to make provision with respect to the 
Tenure of the Houses of Workmen in certain Employments, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Colville, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Souttar, and Mr. John 
Wilson (Govan) sis si 


Workmen's Houses Tenure Bill—‘* To make provision with respect to the 
Tenure of the Houses of Workmen in certain Employments,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 28th 
February, and to he printed [Bill 90] 


SuprLy.—-Considered in Committee. (In the Committee.) [Mr J. W. 
Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 
ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1899-1900- 

Motion made and Question proposed, ‘That a supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £15,000,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1900, for additional expenditure, in consequence of the war 
in South Africa, in respect of the following Army services, namely : 


Vote 1. Pay, &e., of the Army ... AM 7 .. £2,400,000 
Vote 2... Medical establishments : pay, we. ele ae 70,000 
Vote 5. Militia: pay, Xe. pa ee hes 250,000 
Vote 4. Yeomanry cavalry : pay and allowances ; 5,000 
Vote 5, Volunteer corps : pay and allowances ... ee 15,000 
Vote 6. Tr: ansport and remounts We ... 9,000,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, forage, and other supplies es ... 8,000,000 
Vote 8 Clothing establishments and services... ms 500,000 
Vote 9. Warlike and other stores ... 1,600,000 
Vote 10. Works, ve. : cost (including staff for | engineer 
services). til, 150,000 
Vote 13. War Office salaries and ‘miscellaneous charges 10,000 
Total ... a oe £13,000,000 


—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
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Mr. Penn (Lewisham) Ses. poh Mr, Tully Us itrin, a) aoe .. 294 
Mr. Patrick ODrien (Kil- Mr. Hayden’ Ww (Loscommon, S.) 
kenny) ... a je: sae 
39 | Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present (Jr. 
McDermott, Kilkenny, N.). Wouse counted, and forty Members being 
found present : 
Mr, Hayden sik SSO Mr posse OBrien — ... .. 3808 
39 The Under Sveretary of State Mr. Weir (htoss and ¢ romarty).. 3OK 
Jor War (Mr, Wyndham, 
Dover)... as 908 
39 Mr. A. J. BaLrour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
(aestion be now put.” 
Question put, * That the Question be now put.” 
39 Points of Order : 
Mr. Swift Mae Neill (Donegal, Mr. William Redinond . . old 
S.) ist .. 309 Mr. Crilly (Mayo, N.) . . 310 
rr Mr. Flavin (Kerry, NV)... = 309 
Ve 
Rulings —-Zhe Chairman be set ; oes ae Se 30 
The Committee divided :—Aves. 189: Noes, 47. (Division List No, 17.) 


Question put accordingly. 


The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 213: Noes, 32. (Division List No, 18.) 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


Ways AND Means- Considered in Committee. | Mr... W. Lowther (Cumber- 
land, Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That towards making good the 
Supply granted to Her Majesty for the service of the year ending on the 
31st day of March 1900, the sum of £13,000,000 be granted out of the 
Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom.”--(r. Chancellor of the 
Byrchequer.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report 
progress, and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr, John Ledmond) 
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FACTORIES AND WorksHors AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION--Bill to 
amend and consolidate the Law relating to Factories and Workshops, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Caldwell, Sir Charles Cameron, 
Mr. Pirie, Mr. Souttar, Mr. Colville, and Mr. John Wilson (Govan) 


Factories and Workshops Amendment and Consolidation Bill. -“ To 
amend and consolidate the Law relating to Factories and Workshops,” 
presented, and read the first time: to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 28th February, and to be printed. [Bill 87]... 

BotLERS REGISTRATION AND INSPECTION (No. 2)-——Bill to provide for the 
Inspection and Registration of Boilers, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
William Houldsworth, Sir Edward Gourley, Mr. Maclean, Mr. Provand, 
Colonel Denny, and Mr. Leigh Clare 


Boilers Registration and Inspection (No. 2) Bill- «Io provide for the 
Inspection and Registration of Boilers,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time npon Wednesday, 7th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 88} 


Evectric LIGHTING Act (1882) AMENDMENT— Bill to amend the Electric 
Lighting Act, 1882, ordered to be brought in by Sir William Houldsworth, 
Sir John Dorrington, Mr. Hobhouse, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice, Colonel 
Lockwood, and Mr. Humphreys Owen 


Electric Lighting Act (1682) Amendment Bill- ‘lo amend the Electric 
Lighting Act, 1882,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 28th February, and to be printed. 
| Bill 89] ey fed ; 

WorkKMEN'S Houses Tenureé--Bill to make provision with respect to the 
Tenure of the Houses of Workmen in certain Employments, ordered to he 
brought in by Mr. Colville, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Souttar, and Mr. John 
Wilson ( Govan) Spe 


Workmen's Houses Tenure Bill—‘ ‘To make provision with respect to the 
Tenure of the Houses of Workmen in certain Employments,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 28th 
February, and to he printed [Bill 90} 


Supr.y.—-Considered in Committee. (In the Committee.) [Mr. J. W. 
Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1899-1900- 

Motion made and Question proposed, * That a supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £13,000,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1900, for additional expenditure, in consequence of the war 
in South Africa, in respect of the following Army services, namely : 


Vote J. Pay, Xe., of the Army eke ee wa ... £2,400,000 
Vote 2. Medical establishments : pay, We. ie = 70,000 
Vote 5. Militia: pay, Xe. ne i nes 250,000 
Vote 4. Yeomanry cavalry : pay and allowances ae 5,000 
Vote 5. Volunteer corps : pay and allowances ... fal 15,000 
Vote 6. Trans sport and remounts Phe ... 9,000,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, forage, and other supplies <a ... $,000,000 
Vote 8 Clothing establishments and services... 4 500,000 
Vote 9. Warlike and other stores .. 1,600,000 
Vote 10. Works, Xe. : cost oe staff for. engineer 
services) —. v 150,000 
Vote 13. War Office salaric ies and “miscellaneous ch: arges 10,000 
Total ... P53 3 £13,000,000 


—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
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DISCUSSION : 

Stir H, Campbell-Bannerman Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, 
(Stirling Burghs) .. 240 Vit. Thirsl) 

The First Lord of the Treasury Mr. T. D. Sullivan (Donegal, W :) 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- Mr. Bell (Staffordshire, Leek)... 
chester, 12.) 2.) ao Mr. gros a WW”) 

Capt. Norton (Newington, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N = 
i.) re av BOE Mr. Yerburgh (¢ Sak 

Mr. . Jeffreys (Hampshi re, N.) 260 Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, Ww 1a 

Mr. Lough (Islington, 1¥7.)... 268 Col. Wyndham Murray (Bath) ... 


Mr. Bartley (Uslington, N.) 267 Mr. William Abraham (Cork Co, 


Mr. Power (Waterford, EK.) 267 N.E.).. aa 

Mr. Penn (Lewisham) zs 20 Mr. Tully Ue itrinis Sx 

Mr. Patrick OBrien (Kil- Jr. Hayle’ i (Itoscommon, S.) 
kenny)... bts a Gea 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present (Mr. 
McDermott, Kilkenny, N.). Wouse counted, and forty Members being 
found present : 

Mr. Iayden af :.. 3801 Mr Patrick O Brien . 

The Under Seeretary of State Mr. Weir (Ross and ¢ ‘vumartu).. 
Jor War (Mr, iV yndham, 
Dover)... ... 903 


Mr. A. J. BALFour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, * That the Question be now put.” 


Points of Order : 


Mr. Swift. Vue Neill ( en Mr. Willian Redinond ... 
S.) we 309 Mr. Crilly (Mayo, N.) . 
Mr. Llavin (Kerry, ™) .. 309 


Rulings--The Chairman 


(Division List No, 17.) 


The Committee divided : —Aves, 189: Noes, 4 


} 


Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 213: Noes, 32. (Division List No. 18.) 


Kesolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


Ways AND Means--Considered in Committee. {| Mr..J. W. Lowther (Cumber- 
land, Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That towards making good the 
Supply granted to Her Majesty for the service of the year ending on the 
31st day of March 1900, the sum of £13,000,000 be granted out of the 
Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom.”—-(/r. Chaneellor of the 
Karchequer.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report 
progress, and ask leave to sit again,” (Mr, John Redmond) 
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DISCUSSION : 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... ee Mr. Tully oe re oo». woe 
Mr. William Redinond — ... 318 Mr. Crean (Queen's Co., Ossory) 3925 
Mr, A. J. Balfour... a». ono Mr. Patrick OBrien... ... 326 
Mr. John Redmond (Wuter- Mr. Maddison (Sheijicld, Bright- 
ford) a. ike 2 OLD side) ... ate aes <i O28 
Mr. Dalziel — (Kirkeuldy The Chancellor of the Evehequer 
Burghs) ... os so ee (Sir AL Hieks-Beach, Bristol, 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Lt Wee Pex aa «| 6a 
Mid)... is 3 eben Mr. John Redmond a i ©6<Oae 
Mr, Swift Mae Neil + See Mr. Caldwell... ts .. 80 
Mr, DA, Thomas (Merthyr Mr. Weir eae ss 3s 6OOe 
Tydvil pas ro ‘as ‘One Mr. Power bau Ms: os OOl 
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Question put— 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 40 ; Noes, 231. (Division List No. 19). 
Original Question again proposed. 


Debate arising ; and it being after midnight, the Chairman proceeded 
to interrupt the business :— 


Whereupon Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 


Points of Order : 


Mr. John Rediond eee 3 Mr Caldivell < en ww ooo 
Rulings — The Chairman. ee it ay a ee So .. 3884 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 227 ; Noes, 40. (Division List, No. 20.) 
Original Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided ; Ayes, 224 ; Noes, 32. (Division List, No. 21.) 
Whereupon the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Resolution to he reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 
Adjourned at half after Twelve of the clock. 


LORDS: MONDAY, 197m FEBRUARY, 1900, 
PRIVATE GILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the further Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :-—-Scottish American Investment 
Company, Limited [H.1..]; London Hydraulic Power Company [1.1.] 


’ 


North-Eastern Railway [11.1..]; North-Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) 
[H.1.]; Taff Vale Railway [1.1.]; Fishguard and Rosslare Railways 
and Harbours [H.L.]; Rhymney Railway [11.L.]; Great Southern and 
Western and Waterford and Central Ireland Railway Campanies 
Amalgamation [H.L.]; Great Southern and Western and Waterford, 
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Limerick, and Western Railway Companies Amalgamation [11.1.] ; 
Great Southern and Western Railway [HL]; Imschenetzky’s Uralite 
Patent [H.L.]; Whitechapel and Bow Railway [H.L.]; And the 
Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with: -St. David’s Railway (Abandonment) ; 
And the Certificates from the Examiners that the Standing Orders 
applicable to the following Bills have heen complied with :—Hamilton, 
Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways ; Wellingborough and District 
) Tramroads. The same were ordered to lie on the Table ne i. 34) 


5 


6 


9 Cowes Pier Bill [1.1.]—-Glasgow Building Regulations Bill [H.1.]; Neath 
0 Harbour Bill [H.1.]; Read a second time ss oe a ... 3P54 
3] Rawmarsh Urban District Council (Tramways) Bill [11.1.}; South 
Shields Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Glyncorrwg Urban District Council Gas 
Bill [11.0.]; Welsall Corporation Bill [H.1.] Read a second time... - 42 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


EpucAaTIOoN—List of School Boards and Sehool Attendance Committees in 
England and Wales, Ist January, 1900; Presented [by command], and 
ordered to lie on the Table... 20 ae - 588 fd os SSE 


LtuNacy—Return to the Lord Chancellor of the number of visits made and the 
number of patients seen by the several Commissioners in Limacy during 
the six months ended 3lst December, 1899... bo Sf, ne lee ORD 


CoMMITTALS (IRELAND)—Returns from Clerks of the Crown and Peace of the 
number of persons committed for trial in 1899... ves wi iss oee 


) Decny or LANCASTER——Account of receipts and disbursements in L899 see WOE 


i NaAtioNnaL Depr—I. Military Savings Banks—Account or gross amount of all 
moneys received and paid by the Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt on account of “The Fund for Military Savings Banks.” 
If. Savings Banks and Friendly Societies —1. Account of the gross 
amount of all sums received and paid by the Commissioners for the 
Reduction of the National Debt on account of Banks for Savings and 
Friendly Societies in Great Britain and Treland, from their commencement 
at 6th August, 1817, to 20th November, 1899, inclusive. 2. Account of 
the several transactions which have taken place, during the year ended 
20th November, 1899, in the investment of all moneys which came into 
the hands of the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt 
for Savings Banks and Friendly Societies. 3. Account showing the aggre- 
gate amount of the liabilities of the Government to the trustees of Savings 
Banks and Friendly Societies respectively on 20th November 1899, ete.... 342 


Sea AND Coast FISHERIES FUND (IRELAND) (NON-CONGESTED Districts)— 
Account for the year ended 31st December, 1899... as ae ... 343 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1859—Treasury Minute, dated 10th January, 1900, 
declaring that for the due and efticient discharge of the duties of the office 
of Inspector of Canal Boats, under the Local Government Board, profes- 
sional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in the 
public service are requisite... ee es me er ws w= 383 


PENAL SERVITUDE AcTs, 1853 TO 1891 (ConpITIONAL LiceNce)—Licence 
granted by Her Majesty to Dinah Cohea, a convict under detention in 
Aylesbury Prison, permitting the said Dinah Cohen to be at large, on 
condition that she enter the Royal Victoria Home, Horfield, near Bristol. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 343 
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VOLUNTEER RANGES 
DISCUSSION 


The Karl of Dartmouth —... 343 Lord Tweedmouth 

The Eurl of Northbrook 345 Lord Wentloel: 

The Secretary of Nlate for 
War (The Marquess of 


Lansdowne ) 


>briates Amendment (Scotland) Bill [11.1..| -[Seconp Reapinc| Order 
of the Day for the Second Reading read—-(The Secretary for Scotland, Lord 
Lalfour of Burleigh)—-Bill read a second time {according to Order}, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole House To-morrow 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY AND VOLUNTEERS —TrMporary ARMY RANK—-RELATIVE 
RANK WITH Mitirta Orricers—Question, Lord Raglan ; Answer, ‘The 
Marquess of Lansdowne me 


MILITIA AND THE FRANCHISE— Question, Lord Raglan; Answer, The Marquess 
of Lansdowne . si xe 


STANDING COMMITTEE—-Report from the Committee of Chairmen of the Standing 
Committee, that they have appointed the Earl of Kimberley Chairman of 
the Standing Committee ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


House adjourned at Five of the elock. 


COMMONS: MONDAY, 19th FEBRUARY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bites (StanpING OrDER 62 CompLiep witit)—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, that, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing order No, 62 has been complied with, viz :— Belfast and 
County Down Railway Bill; Great Northern Railway Bill; Mid Kent 
Water Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


ProvisiONaAL OrpDER BILts (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CoMPLIED WITH) Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the 
following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz.:— Metropolitan 
Police Provisional Order Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time ‘To-morrow 


ProvistonaL OrpER BILLS (NO) STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the following Bill, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :— 
Military Lands Provisional Order Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time To-morrow ss ia ie 


City of London (Various Powers) Bill Order for Second Reading read. 
(Mr. JouN Burns. Battersea); Bill read a second time, and committed ... 
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Aberdeen Police and Improvement Bill--Airdrie, Coatbridge, and 
District Water Trust Bill ; Bradford Corporation Bill; Brighton Corpora- 
tion Bill; Buckingham, Towcester, :nd Metropolitan Junction Railway 
Bill; Clontarf Urban District Council Bill; Croydon Tramways and 
Improvements Bill ; Dublin Corporation Bill; Exeter Corporation Bill ; 
Farnworth Urban District Council Bill ; Gas Light and Coke, Commercial 
Gas and South Metropolitan Gas Companies Bill ; Glastonbury Corpora- 
tion Gas Bill ; Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill ; Halifax Corporation 
Bill; Hamilton Burgh Bill; Huddersfield Corporation Tramways Bill ; 
Ilfracombe Improvement Bill ; Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway 
3ill. Read a second time, and committed : ; 


Lancaster Corporation Bill; Lee Conservancy Bill ; Liverpool Corporation 
Bill; London County Council (Compulsory Purchase of Land) Bill; 
London County Council (Spitalfields Market) Bill; Lowestoft Railway 
Bill ; Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill; Market 
Weighton Drainage and Navigation Bill; Morecambe Urban District 
Council (Gas) Bill; North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bili ; 
Nottingham Corporation Bill ; Oldham Corporation Bill ; Ossett Corpora- 
tion Gas Bill; Pontefract Park Bill; Reading Corporation (Tramways) 
Bill ; Rochdale Corporation Bill; Scarborough Corporation Bill; South- 
port Extension and Tramways Bill; Spalding Urban District Council 
(Water) Bill ; Stockport Corporation Tramways Bill ; Tottenham Urban 
District Council Bill; Wakefield Corporation Market Bill; West Ham 
Corporation Bill; Widnes and Runcorn Bridge Bill ; Woodbridge District 
Water Bill. Read a second time, and committed 


PETITIONS. 


Locan AUTHORITIES’ OFFICERS’ SUPURANNUATION—Petitions for alteration of 
Law, from Kingston ; Worcester ; and Croydon ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill — Petitions in favour, from Fryston; Ryhill; 
Pilsey ; Flimby ; Clifton; Broughton Moor; St. Helens; Buckhill ; and 
Oakley ; to lie upon the Table se a 


Poor LAw AMENDMENT (ScoTLanp) Act, 1845—Petition from Portpatrick, 
for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


RATING OF WoopLANDs —Petition from Malton, fe alteration of Law; to lie 
upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
London ; Bishop's Stortford ; and Carlton ; to lie upon the Table... 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Hull; and Eccles ; to lie upon the Table aie “iis ve 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill -Petition from Bishop's Stortford, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table bie — ina ses ioe 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill —Petitions in favour, from Ardrossan ; 
Peebles ; Broughty Ferry ; Stonehaven; and Turriff; to lie upon the 
Table 


VACCINATION Acts 1867 TO 1898—-Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Hemsworth ; and Wycomb ; to lie upon the Table... 
VOL. LXXIX. [Fourra Series. | c 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NATIONAL Dept (SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY SOCIETIES)—Annual Account 
presented for the period ended 20th November, 1899 [hy Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 62] iss sie 


NATIONAL Depr (MiLirary SAvincs BANKs)—Account presented of the Gross 
Amount, of all Moneys received and paid by the Commissioners for the 
Reduction of the National Debt on an account of the Fund for Military 
Savings Banks, from 19th September, 1845, to the 5th January, 1900 [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the table, and to be printed, [No. 63]... 


Miuitary Works Act, 1897—Account presented, for the period ended 31st 
March, 1899, together with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Ducuy or LANcCASTER—Accounts presented for the year ended 21st December, 
1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 65] 


Sea AND Coast FisHenies Fund (IRELAND) (NoN-CONGESTED DISTRICTS)— 
Account presented for the year ended 31st December, 1899 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table st a ee ae ins x 


SUPERANNUATIONS——Copy presented,—-of Treasury Minute, dated 10th January, 
1900, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the 
office of Inspector of Canal Boats under the Local Government Board, 
professional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired 
in the public service are required [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CONDITIONAL LICENCE)—Copy presented,—of Licence 
granted to Dinah Cohen, a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison, 
permitting the said Dinah Cohen to be at large on condition that she 
enter the Royal Victoria Home, Horfield, near Bristol [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table ' bas age Be sid ‘us 


ConTemPT OF Court (InELAND) Persons ComMMITTED-—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 20th October, 1899; Mr. Patrick Aloysius 
M‘Hugh| ; to lie upon the Table ses bi 2 er 


Paper LAID upON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House —Lunacy 
Copy of Return to the Lord Chancellor of the number of Visits made and 
the number of Patients seen by the Commissioners in Lunacy during the 
six months ending on the 31st December, 1899 [by Act] 


Roya Patriotic ComMission—-Address for “ Return of Pensions and Retiring 
Allowance granted to Employees by the Royal Patriotic Commissioners 
since the issue of the Royal Commission, 1854 :— 
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H.M.S. “Drape,” &c. (BomLers)—Return ordered, “showing the cost of 
repairs to the Boilers of H.M.S. « Diadem,’ ‘ N iobe, he Arrogant,’ ‘ Furious,’ 
‘Powerful,’ and ‘Terrible,’ since they were commissioned.” —(Mr. IV illiam 
Allan.) .. ” 


QUESTIONS. 


South AFRIcAN War -— ProposEp Day oF HUMILIATION — Question, Mr. 
William Johnston (Belfast, S.); Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) .. 


RoyaL Patriotic FuNp—ComMMITrEE OF INQUIRY Question, Mr. Kearley 
(Devonport) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour “ga = ra a 


TRANSPORT — H.M.S. “ PowerFUuL” AND “ TERRIBLE” ~ Question, Sir John 
Colomb (Great Yarmouth); Answer, The First Lord of the ities 
(Mr. Goschen, St. George, Hanover Square) mn is ' 


TRANSPORT—-CONTRACTS WITH THE Houston LinkE-—Question, Mr. Havelock 
Wilson (Middlesbrough) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen 


NavaL War DespatcHes — Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answer, Mr. Goschen ... = 554 : 3a sa - 


ALLEGED PROCLAMATIONS BY THE BoreR REPUBLICS ANNEXING PORTIONS OF 
Carpe Cotony—Question, Capt. Sinclair (Forfarshire); The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 3irmingham, W.) 


JAMESON Rarp— Mr. NEWTON AND Sir GRAHAM Bower --- Questions, Mr. 
Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire Eifion), Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.), 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.), and Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield); Answers, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain aia : i ‘si eis ash sds 


South Arrica, FURTHER CorreEsSPONDENCE—Mr. LariuAm-—Question, Mr. 
Birrell (Fifeshire) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


RE-ORGANISATION OF THE FORCES OF THE EMPIRE SUGGESTED PARTICIPA- 
TION OF THE COLONIALS-—— Question, Mr. Drage (Derby); Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State of War (Mr. Wy ndham, Dover) 


REGULAR TROOPS NOW IN THE COUNTRY —Question, Capt. Norton (Newington, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham wh die , es a its 


DestiTuTE RELATIVES OF SOLDIERS—CASE OF Bripcer GAVIN — Questions, 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E ig and Mr, Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham 1 ‘ : Pre - “a 


NortH Cork MILITIA~-Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill and Mr. Flavin ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


RESERVE OF ARTILLERY OFFICERS-—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


ALLEGED SPIES IN THE YEOMANRY —Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SraTus OF VOLUNTEER FIELD OFFICERS—-Question, Sir F. 8. Powell (Wigan) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham me ‘as me is < ei 
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VOLUNTEER PENSION FuND—Question, Mr. Drage ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 





Irish MinitrA—-ALLEGED CompuLsoRY VOLUNTEERING—CASE OF DUFFY 
Question, Mr. M‘Ghee (Louth, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


TRANSPORT WaGoONS—Question, Captain Norton; Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Oftice (Mr. J. Powell-Williams, Birmingham, 5.) 


Camp BEDSTEAD CONTRACTS —Question, Sir F. S. Powell; Answer, Mr. J. 
Powell Williams on aN ~ 


Post OFFICE VOLUNTEERS —RATE oF Pay — Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


IRISH NATIONALISTS AND British REVERSES—ALLEGED DISLOYALTY IN 
DownpaTrickK—Questions, Mr. William Johnston and Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; Answers, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 
Londonderry, N.) vee 


PuBLic ScHooL HERO REcoRDS IN SCOTLAND —Question, Mr. Orr Ewing (Ayr 
Burghs) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr, A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


RomMAN CaTHoLic CHAPLAINS IN THE NAvy—Questions, Mr. William 
Redmond and Mr. John Redmond (Waterford); Answers, Mr. Goschen 


NAVAL ENGINEER OFFICERS ENGINE RooM ARTIFICERS—Question, Mr..?enn 
(Lewisham) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, 
Antrim 5.) bs ; 

srivisH Central Arrica -Tue Arms or IMpertAL Troops-—Question, Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham Sf oi 

FIRE AT St. GEORGE'S BARRACKS-—PROTECTION FROM FIRE AT THE NATIONAL 
GALLERY Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 

3rpD BATTALION SEAFORTH HIGHLANDERS --Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham sen “" se 

THe MALARIAL CoMMISSION Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 

RussIAN CONSULATE AT BompaAy—Question, Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) 

Nyassa RAILWAY—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

RussIA AND AFGHANISTAN -Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, 
W.); The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) ies > 4 ia 

TRAFALGAR SQUARE Question, Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth); Answer, The 
First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 

THE NATIONAL GALLERY EXTENSION AND PROTECTION From FIRE--Question, 
Mr. Kimber ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas ... 


St. SIMON AND St. JUDR’S SCHOOLS, SOUTHPORT. —Question, Sir John Briwwiner ; 
Answer, the Vice-President of the Committee of Council of Education (Sir 
J. Gorst, Cambridge University) ' 
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Foot and Moutn Distask—-Questions, Mr. H. 8S. Foster (Suffolk, Lowestoft) 
and Mr. Soames (Norfolk, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Akers-Douglas we 


Companies Act, 1862-—TYPEWRITING AND PRINTING Question, Mr. Kimber ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


MERCHANT SERVICE -—— ForREIGN CrREWS—Question, Mr. Havelock Wilson ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 56 “ae =o ne : Ase 


THE “ LUCANIA”—CrEW ACCOMMODATION—Question, Mr. Havelock Wilson ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

Pook Law Retizr—CaseE or EstHer Terry -- Question, Mr. Hazell 
(Leicester) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. 
T. W. Russell, Tyrone S$.) oa é 


Scottish DEER Forests—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. Graham 
Murray es wise ‘i ts 


Povu.Ltry BREEDING IN THE HIGHLANDS—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
A. Graham Murray uf ey us 


GLAsGcow POLICE AND SICK PRISONERS-—Question, Sir Charles Cameron 
(Glasgow, Bridgeton) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


LonerorD PostMEN—-Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, W.); Mr. Hanbury 
CLONMEL Post OrricE—-Mr. Condon (Tipperary, E.): Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


STRANRAER AND LARNE Matu Route —Question, Mr. Arnold-Forster (Belfast, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... " aid ad ifs 


Senior TELEGRAPHISTS AT E.C.D.O.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, 
Romford) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Irish LocaL GovERNMENT ELECTION PETITIONS Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Mr. Atkinson ; 


TrisH Primary Epucariox SysteEM— Question, Mr. Power (Waterford E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ; ats i phe 


TrisH GRAND JURORS—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... 


ANNALY (County LonGrorbD) EstarE—Qaestion, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ue 


Srr WILLIAM STYLE’s EstaTe-—Question, Mr. Arthur O'Connor (Donegal, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ae 24 ee 


Trish INTERMEDIATE EpucaTion—Question, Captain Donelan ; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson ... ‘ es se hs aut 


Boye UNION AND THE LApourERS ACT--Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson : a xis ‘ies 


EXAMINERS IN ART—Question, Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury me ree 
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CoMMITTEE ON Municipa TRADING—Question, Mr. Kimber; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... re ei a — cee ese ses ai ‘ve 





IMPERIAL INSTITUTE BUILDINGS—Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree 
(Bethnal Green, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour os 


HousINnG OF THE WorkKING CLASSES AMENDMENT BiLt—Question, Mr. Hazell ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ‘ : ao 


SoutH ArricAN War-—NEWS FROM THE Front—Question, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... ; ist 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Mr. John 
Redmond and Sir Charles Cameron ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour and Mr. 
Graham Murray - ae i seb _— - 


New Memper Sworn---Hon. Ivor Churchill Guest, for the Borough of 
Plymouth. 


PUBLIU BUSINESS. 


NEW BILIS. 


PoLiceE REsERVIsTs (ALLOWANCES)—-*THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR THE 
Home DeparTMENT (Sir M. Wuire Ripwey, Lancashire, Blackpool) 
Bill to authorise the grant out of Police Funds of certain allowances 
and gratuities in respect of Police Reservists who are called ouc on 
permanent service, ordered to be brought in by Secretary Sir Matthew 
White Ridley and Mr. Jesse Collings. 


Police Reservists (Allowances) Bill—‘ ‘lo authorise the grant out of 
Police Funds of certain allowances ‘and gratuities in respect of Pelice 
Reservists who are called out on permanent service,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 91.} 


LuNAcy BoarD (SCOTLAND) SALARIES AND CLERKS—-*THE Lorp ADVOCATE 
(Mr. A. GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire)—Bill to make further provision for 
the number and salaries of the staff of the Lunacy Board for Scotland, 
and for the remuneration of certain of the Commissioners, ordered to be 
brought in by the Lord advocate and Mr. Anstruther. 


Lunacy Board (Scotland) Salaries and Clerks Bill— “lo make further 
provision for the number and salaries of the staff of the Lunacy Board for 
Scotland, and for the remuneration of certain of the Commissioners,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 92] 

Census (GREAT Brirain)—*THE SECRETARY TO THE Local. GOVERNMENT 
Boarp (Mr. T. W. Russet, Tyrone, 8.)—Bill for taking the Census for 
Great Britain in the year one thousand nine hundred and one, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Chaplin, the Lord Advocate, and Mr. T. W. Russell 


Mr Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 


Census (Great Britain) Bill—“ or taking the Census for Great Britain in 
the year one thousand nine hundred and one,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 93] 
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Suprty (15th February]—Resolution reported :— 
ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1899-1900. 


NumBer or LAND Forces—“ That a further number of Land Forces, not 
exceeding 120,000, all ranks, be maintained for the service of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at Home and Abroad, during the 


year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1900. 


Resolution read a second time. 


Question proposed, “That this House doth agree with the Committee 


in the said Resolution.” 
DISCUSSION : 
Mr. William ~~ Redmond 


(Clare, E.) ‘ 396 Mr. Courtney Warner (Stafford- 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Bs, shire, Lichfield) a .- 426 
Romford... . 408 Mr. Atherley Jones (Durham, 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (C ur nur- N.W.) 497 
vonshire, Eifion).. 410 Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 430 
Mr. H. P. Pease (Durling- Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.)... ... 434 
ton) Leet 416 Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, W.)... 440 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.)... .. «444 
Regis) ee 419 
Sir W: ilfred Lawson 1 (( ‘umber- 
land, Cockermouth) ... 42] 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present (Mr. 
J. P. FARRELL). House counted, and forty Members being found present, 


Mr. Flavin 


Question put. 


The House divided :—-Ayes, 164 ; Noes, 32. (Division List No. 22.) 


Resolution agreed to :— 
Suppty—|[16TH Fesrvuary]|—Resolution reported :— 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1899-1900 


“That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £15,000,000, be granted to 
Her Majesty, to defray the charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
expenditure, in consequence of the war in South Africa, in respect of the 


following Army services, viz : 


Vote 1. Pay, &ec., of the Army be 
Vote 2. Medical Establishments : Pay, &e. 


Vote 3.. Militia: Pay, &e. re sa ie 
Vote 4. Yeomanry Cavalry : Pay and Allowances 
Vote 5. Volunteer Corps: Pay and Allowances 
Vote 6. ‘Transport and Remounts 

Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies 
Vote 8. Clothing Establishments and services 


Vote 9. W Tarlike and other Stores 


Vote 10. Works, &e. ; Cost (including Staff for E ngineer 


Services) 


Vote 13. War Office Salaries and Miscellaneous ‘Charges 


Total ... 


Mr. Swift MueNeill (Donegal, S.) 424 


1900, for additional 
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Resolution read a second time. 


Amendment proposed 


“To leave out ‘£13,000,000, and insert ‘£1,009,000’ instead thereof.”—(MWr. Flavin). 
Question proposed, ‘* That ‘£13,000,000° stand part of the Resolution.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Tully ... — .. 451 Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 479 

Mr. William Redmond... 457 Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, £.) «2. 485 WEY? en _ Ny coe «6B 

The Under Seeretary of State Dr, Aimbrose (Mayo, W.) .-. 483 
for War (Mr. Wyndham, Mr. Patrick O Brien (Kilkenny)... 484 
Dover)... aA sae. ET 


Question put. 
The House divided : —Ayes, 235; Noes, 31. (Division List No. 23.) 


Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee in 
the said Resolution.” 
Mr. Crean (Queews County, Ossory) a aa — — wee AST 


Mr. A. J. BALFour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided : Aves, 207 ; Noes, 30. (Division List No. 24.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the said Resolution.” 


The House divided :--Ayes, 207 ; Noes, 31. (Division List No. 25.) 


Resolution agreed to. 


Ways AND MEANs [16th February}. 
Resolution reported : 


“That towards making good the Supply granted to Her Majesty for 
the service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, the sum 
of £13,000,000 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United 
Kingdom.” 
Resolution read a second time. 
Question proposed, “That this House doth agree with the Committee 
in the said Resolution.” 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) ... ae a — as sh co SOS 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) .-- 496 


Mr. TULLY rose to continue the debate, when 


Mr. A. J. BALFouR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 


The House divided :---Ayes, 189 ; Noes, 31. (Division List No. 26.) 
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Question put accordingly, “That this House doth agree with the Com- 


mittee in the said Resolution.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 187 ; Noes, 30. (Division List No. 27.) 
Resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. James William Lowther, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Hanbury. 


Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill—* To apply a sum out of the Consolidated 
Fund to the service of the year oe on the thirty-first day of March, 
one thousand nine hundred,” presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time this day 


It being after One of the clock, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House 
without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after One of the clock. 


LORDS: TUESDAY, 20TH FEBRUARY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have been complied with :—Brewery and Commercial Investment 
Trust, Limited [H.L.]; South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and 
Dover Railways [H.L.]; Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Amendment 
[H.L.] ; Scottish Widows’ Fund and Life Assurance Society [H.L.] ; 
Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas [1.L.] ; South Staffordshire Tramways 
L.|; Sheffield District my rie | r [tet Wirrall Railway [H.L.] ; 
Great ee Water [H.L.}. The same were ordered to lie on 
the Table ... ds 


Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill [u.L.]; Airdrie and Coatbridge 
Tramways ; Devonport Corporation ; South-Eastern Metropolitan Tram- 
ways; Shannon Water and Electric Power. Examiners’ Certificates of 
non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders 
Committee on Tuesday next ... 


Gwyrfai Rural District Council Water Bill [1.1.| : Workington Railways 
and Docks Bill [H.L.]; Cleethorpes Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Commercial Union 
Assurance Company Bill [H.L.]; Fishguard Water and Gas Bill [H.1.]. Read 
a second time ok sie <i sc i me — a 


Governments Stock and Other Securities Investment Company Bill 
H,L,] ; Kingston-upon-Thames Gas Bill [H.L.]; London, Brighton, and 
South Coast Railway Bill [H.L.]; London Sea Water Supply Bill [H.1.] ; 
Margate Pier and Harbour Bill [.1.]; Universal Life Assurance Society 
Bill [4.L.]—Read the second time ee vei i ne 


Exmouth Urban District acon Bill [.1.]—Read the second time 
[according to order] ais sigs mn ae ma 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, dc. 
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT—Minute of the Committee of the Council on Educa- 


tion, dated 4th August, 1899, modifying Articles 15 and 15* of the 
Evening Continuation Schools Code, 1899 


COLONIES (ANNUAL)—No. 288. Basutoland: Report for 1898-99 —... ee 


STATISTICS—Statistical Abstract for the principal and other foreign countries 
in each year from 1888 to 1897-98 (as far as particulars can be stated) ; 
Twenty-sixth number. Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on 
the Table 


SourH AFRICAN WAR—-NEWS FROM THE FRONT— 


The Secretary of State for War (The Marquess of Lansdowne) ... 


Page 


502 


502. 


HO? 


502 


Isolation Hospital Amendment Bill [u...]—Tuirp Reapine. --Order of 


the day for the Third Reading read. 
The Barl of Lich fi oe. . 903 The Earl of Northbrook ... 


Bill read the third time [according to order]; amendment made ; Bill 
passed and sent to the Commons. 


Inebriates Amendment [Scotland] Bill [u.1.]—House in Comnittee 
[according to order]: Bill reported without amendment : Standing Com- 
mittee negatived : and Bill to be read the third time on Thursday next 


Mititta BALLot—Moved to resolve: “ That this House, having heard the 
proposals of the Government for the strengthening of our milit: ry forces 
and armaments, is of opinion that, inasmuch as our military system rests 
om the Militia ballot, it is essential, looking to military efficiency and 
the permanent safety to our conntry, that the ancient constitutional law 
of compulsory military service for home defence, and for home defence 
only, be at once so amended that it may be available to be put in force 
in such modified form as will effect its purpose without weighing unduly 
upon the people.” —(The Lord Wemyss, £. /Vemyss), 


DISCUSSION : 


The Earl of Northbrook... 
The Marquess of Lansdown: 
Earl (rey : 

The Duke of Northumbe wland 
The Karl of Dunraven 

The Earl of Portsmouth . 


~ 
— 
~ 

or] 


Lord Blythswood ad 

The Karl of Kimberley... 

The Lord President of the Counsell 
(The Duke of Devonshire) 

The Earl of Rosebery... 

The Prime Minister and Secretary 


St or or St Sr St St cr 
G9 So Os OS Ge SS LS 
cute to bo 


Viscount Galway 36 of State for Foreign Affairs 
Lord Saltoun 7 (The Marquess of Salisbury) ... 


On Question, their Lordships divided :--Contents, 42 ; Not-Contents, 69. 


House adjourned a quarter before Eight of the clock. 
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COMMONS: TUESDAY, 20Th FEBRUARY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BiLts (STANDING OrDER 62 CompLiep WitH)—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, that. in the case of the following Bills, referred on the first reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, namely—Cheshire 
Lines Committee Bill; Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast Railway 
Bill; Maidenhead Gas Bill; Vale of Rheidol Light Railway Bill. Ordered 
that the Bills be read a second time ... ‘ te ven mn sek 


Hastings Corporation Bill; Hastings Harbour Bill—Kcad a second 
time, and committed ... ne ie =a ee ae ‘ae ae 


Wolverhampton, Essington, and Cannock Chase Junction Railway 
Bill—Read a second time and committed ... re es dd ca 


HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND WisHAw TRAMWAYS—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Asquith and Mr. M‘Arthur a 


WELLINGBOROUGH AND District TRAMROADS—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr, Atherley-Jones and Mr. Samuel Evans ; 


West Ham Corporation Bill—Petition for additional Provision ; referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills oes 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill; Military Lands 
Provisional Order Bill-——Read a second time, and committed ... Hes 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Committee—1. ‘“ That, in the case of the 
Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Petition, the Standing Orders ought to 
be dispensed with. That the parties be permitted to proceed with their 
Bill, provided that the powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 2, and 3 are 
struck out of the Bill. That the Committee on the Bill do report how 
far such Order has been complied with. 


2. “That, in the case of the Devonport Corporation Petition, the 

Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with. That the parties be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that the powers to 
construct Tramways No. 4 and 4A are struck out of the Bill. That the 
Committee on the Bill do report how far such Order has been complied 
with.” 
3. “That in the case of the South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways 
Petition, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with. That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that the powers 
to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 are struck out of the 
Bill. That the Committee on the Bill do report how far such Order has 
been complied with.” 


4. “That, in the case of the Shannon Water and Electric Power 
Petition, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with. That the 
parties he permitted to proceed with their Bill, on condition that a 
proviso be added to Clause 37 that no generating stations shall be 
erected upon the land comprised in that Clause or upon any other lands 
than those specified in the Bill for that purpose. That the Committee on 
the Bill do report how far such Order has been complied with.” Reso- 
lutions agreed to “ a ose ose ose ns ose 
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PETITIONS. 


Housing of the on, Classes Bill—Petition from Camberwell, 
favour ; to lie upon the Table “ ahs 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto ee from Carlisle, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table , see ani bi sa = 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto aie Bill—Petition from Carlisle, in favour 
to lie upon the Table ... ; 


LocaAL AUTHORITIES’ OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION—-Petition from Bolton 
(Lancashire), in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill--Petitions in favour, from Hornthorpes ; Rother- 
ham ; Roundwood ; Aldwarke ; Low Stubbin; Tyldesley ; Lea Green : 
Primrose Main; Stanhope Silkstone ; Houghton Main; Darfield Main ; 
Newhall and Middleton ; Monckton Main; Barnsley Main ; Whitehaven ; 
Swinton ; Denaby Main ; Old Thorneliffe ; Wharncliffe Silkstone ; Lidgett ; 
Batley ; North Gawber ; and Emley Collieries ; to lie upon the Table 


NATIONAL OLD AGE PENSIONS—Petition from Camberwell, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table 


PAYMENT OF JURORS—Petition from London and other places, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table rs 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Chelmsford ; Tavistock; Nottingham ; Bulwell; and Carlisle; to 
lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Liverpool and Carlisle ; to lie upon the Table ‘es x 


Sunday Closing << rae” niin from Carlisle, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... es ve 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Lossiemouth ; 
North Berwick ; and Loanhead ; to lie upon the Table . oe 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EpucaTion (ScHOOL BoArRDs, ETC.) (ENGLAND AND WALEs)—Copy presented, 
of list of School Boards and School Attendance Committees in England 
and Wales, Ist January, 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTs, 1900-1901 (VOTE ON 
AccouNT)-—-Estimate presented,—showing the several Services for which 
a Vote on Account is required for the year ending 31st March, 1901 [by 
Command]; Referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed. 


[No. 66] 


CoLtoniAL Reports (ANNUAL)—Copy presented,—of Report No. 288 
(Basutoland, Annual _—, for 1898-9) ) [by ane: to lie upon the 
Table oii m si ate . a ie is 
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BritisH Museum—Copy ordered,—“ of Account of the Income and Expenditure 
of the British Museum (Special Trust Funds) for the year ending 31st day 
of March, 1900 ; and Return of the number of persons admitted to visit 
the Museum and the British Museum (Natural History) in each year from 
1894 to 1899, both years inclusive ; together with a Statement of the 
Progress made in the Arrangement and Description of the Collections ; 
and an Acconnt of Objects added to them in the year 1899.”—(Mr. J. 
Morley.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SourH AFRICAN WAR—APPLICATION OF THE Patriotic FuND—THE 
ComMMITTEE OF INQUIRY—Questions, Mr. Holland (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Rotherham), Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland), Mr. John Redmond 
(Waterford), Sir R. T. Reid (Dumfries Burghs), Mr. Lloyd-George (Car- 
narvon Boroughs), Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield), and Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury oo A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, KE.) a 4 ne aot A 


Tur JAMESON Ratp —Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 


Balfour... 


ABSTENTION FROM MiLitarRy OPERATIONS IN “NATIVE DIsTRICTS”—Questions, 
Mr. Patrick O'Brien (Kilkenny) and Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answers, 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birming- 
ham, W.) : 


TRANSVAAL GOLD MINES oe Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouth, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain ; 


British INDIAN VOLUNTEERS IN NATAL —Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain... 


British INDIANS EXPELLED FROM THE TRANSVAAL —Question, Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.); Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


UITLANDERS WITH THE Britis Forces -Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


Tue CanapiAn ComMMAND—MAJon-GENERAL Hutron-——Question, Mr. Hogan 
(Tipperary, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Lorp METuven’s Force -ALLEGED INSUBORDINATION-—Question, Mr. Dillon; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Pay OF THE CoLoNtAL TROOpS—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


FIELD GLASSES — Question, Captain Jessel (St. Paneras, 8.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


Irish Conviets -ALLEDGED OFFER OF PARDON ON CONDITION OF 
ESTABLISHMENT—-Questions, Mr. Dillon and Mr, William Johnson (Belfast, 
S.); [No answer was given} ... Le as wit ons des ae 


WEARING OF THE SHAMROCK BY IRISH SOLDIERS--Question, Mr. Patriek 
O’Brien ; Answer. Mr. Wyndham 
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DEFICIENCY OF CAVALRY OFFICERS-— — Mr. Wingfield Dighy (Dorset- 
shire, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. 





OrFIcEeRs’ EQuirpMENT——Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answer 
Mr. Wyndham 


Numper OF Troops iN SourH AFRICA—Question, Mr. William Redmend 
(Clare, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 


TRANSPORT SERVICE—THE GORDON HIGHLANDERS —Question, Dr. Farquharson 
(Aberdeenshire W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee ve 


PuRCHASE OF Horses—Questions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien and Captain Donelan 
(Cork E.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham i? 4 See rs 


SEPARATION ALLOWANCES—Question, Mr. Carlile (Buckingham, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... : sis sto bak : 


MiuitiA ARTILLERY—Question, Sir Cuthbert Quilter meeianas Sudbury) ; An- 
swer, Mr. Wyndham 


MinitrA—RatE or Pay-——Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... ‘ae ic a 


RANGE ACCOMMODATION—Question, Mr. F. W. Wilson (Norfolk, ‘anita Answer 
Mr. Wyndham... Sed i ' : mn 


MILITIA VOLUNTEERS.—ATTESTATIONS—Questions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien-; An- 
swers, Mr. Wyndham ... 


Irish MinitiA VOLUNTEERS —ALLEGED CoMPULSION-—(Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


YEOMANRY AND VOLUNTEERS PERMANENT STAFF——Question, Captain Jessel ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham gas a 


REORGANIGATION OF THE WAR OFricCE—Question, Captain Norton; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... ae orn yea 


KEJOINING THE COLOURS—Question, Mr. Arnold-Forster (Belfast W.) ; Answer 
Mr. Wyndham 


3RITISH CENTRAL AFRICAN REGIMENT—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


MEDICAL ORGANISATION FOR THE RESERVES—Question, Dr, Farguharson :; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Deputy LIEUTENANTS AND THE MILITIA: ForceE—Question, Captain Jessel ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham os bt 


DEFINITION OF “ AnMy Corps ”—Question, Col. Welby (Taunton); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ee nae és ea bis 


NAVAL ORGANISATION——Mr. Arnold-Forster and Mr. W. Allan (Gateshead) 
Answers, The First Lord of the nani (Mr. Goschen, St. George, 
Hanover Square) : isa a 


AUSTRALIAN FEDERATION—-SUGGESTED DIVISION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA- 
Question, Mr. Hogan; Answer, Mr, J. Chamberlain 
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Tue PaciFic CABLE—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon saci ; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain 


Cocos-KEELING IsLAND—Question, Mr. Hogan; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOL SUBSCRIPTION—Question, Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, 
Brightside); Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of Council 
on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


BIRMINGHAM UNIVERSITY-—Question, Mr. ©. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) ; 


Answer, Sir J. Gorst ... ae zt si ie Side set Se 


RIFLE CLUBS AND THE REVENUE-—-Questions, Mr. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) 
and Mr. Butcher (York); Answer, The Chancellor of the mpictias (Sir 
M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) ... jus wad ss ee 


EDINBURGH PARCELS SorTeRS- -Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ( Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Wuisky IN Bonpep SrorEs—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury ... 


GOVERNMENT WORKMEN’S PENSIONS—-Question, Mr. Woods (Essex, Waltham- 
stow) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Army Conrracts—THe Facrory Acrs-—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley Lancashire, Blackpool) .. 


FARMER’S INSURANCE UNDER THE WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION AcT— 
Question, Mr. Loyd; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley 


Dancerous LAMPS AND O1Ls—-Question, Mr. Provand (Glasgow, Blackfriars) ; 
Answer, Sir M. White Ridley 


THE PATENT OrricE—Question, Sir J. Leng (Dundee); Answer, The President 
of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Lonpon Dock AMALGAMATION—Question, Mr. Lough (islington, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


LupGaTe Hits Raitway SraTion—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


HiGHLAND DEER ForeEsts——Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord Advocate 
(Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


ScottisH FisHery Creisers—Questions, Mr. Weir and Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis): Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


ScoTrisH CoNGESTED Disrricrs—-Harpourk Works—Question, Mr. Weir : 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray ©... -~ «ts ae 


INpIcATOR OF Lorps’ DEBATES—Question, Mr. Rutherford (Lancashire, 
Darwen) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers-Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine's) 


Porrery FOR THE Orrices oF Works—Question, Mr. M‘ixcnna; Answer, 
Mr. Akers-Douglas —... on 
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Foot AND MoutH DisrasE REGULATIONS—Questions, Mr. Price (Norfolk, 


E.), Mr. Stevenson or —s and Mr. F. W. Wilson; Answers, 
Mr. Akers-Douglas Ws ay sh 


Diss CaTrLE MArkeT—Question, Mr. Soames (Norfolk, S.); Answer, Mr. 
Akers-Douglas ... ie 


Eart or Gosrorp’s EstateE—Question, Mr. M’Cartan (Down, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


Extra PoLice iN County MAyo—Question, Dr. Ambrose; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson 


IntisH Urpan AUTHORITIES — BorrowinG Powers—Questions, Mr. Shee 
(Waterford, W.), and Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson 


InisH Assizes AND Civic DIGNITARIES—Questions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, 
Capt. Donelan, Mr. W. Redmond, and Mr. John Redmond ; Answers, Mr. 
Atkinson 


Labourers’ Acts—INquiny roR LONGroRD-— Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Ackinson "= 


ANNALY EstarE—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


Kerry RAILWAY GUARANTEE RATES — Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson +e st 


Pink Eyk—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, The Vice-President of the 
Department of Agriculture for Ireland (Mr. Plunkett, Dublin County, 8.) 


InisH AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT—-APPOINTMENT OF SECRETARY —Question, 
Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Plunkett 


Carpotic Acitb —Question, Sir Cuthbert Quilter ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Treastry Conrroi.-— Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... 


War OFricE—SUGGESTED COMMITTEE OF ENQUIRY — Question, Sir J. W. 
Maclure (Lancashire, Stretford); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


CanLe CoMPANIES-—GOVERNMENT CONTROL OF AGREEMENTS—Question, Sir 
Edward Sassoon ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour Ae 


New Lonpon Borovuchs Questions, Capt. Norton and Mr. Lough ; Answers, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour see Sa ‘ 


BUSINESS OF THE House Questions, Mr, D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil), 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.), Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid), Mr. 
Hedderwick (Wicks Burghs), Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. John Redmond and Mr, Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. A, J. 


Balfour... 


New Member Sworn Sir Charles Glynne Earle Welby, baronet, C.B., for 
the County of Nottingham (Newark Division). 
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NEIV BILLS. 


Cueap TRAINS (No, 2)—Bill relating to Cheap Trains for the working classes, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Woods, Mr. Buxton, Sir Albert Rollit, 
Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Scott, Mr. Maddison, 
and Mr. Steadman. 


Cheap Trains (No 2) Bill—‘“ Relating to Cheap Trains for the Working 
Classes,” presented and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 28th March, and to be printed. [Bill 94] 


Crorrers’ HoLpinGs (ScoTtaAnD) Act (1886) AMENDMENT—Bill to amend 
the Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1886, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Weir, Dr. Clark, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Hedderwick, Sir Leonard Ly ell, 
and Sir William Wedderburn. 


Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act (1886) Amendment Bill—-‘ To amend 
the Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1886,” presented, and read the first 


time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 28th February, and to 
be printed, | Bill 95] 


Scoot Boarnpd ELECTORATE (SCOTLAND)-—Bill to admit to the School Board 
Electorate in Scotland all persons entitled to vote for the County Council 
Election, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Weir, Mr. James Baillie, Dr. 
Clark, Mr. Hedderwick, Mr. Nicol, and Sir William Wedderburn. 


School Board Electorate (Scotland) Bill—‘ To admit to the School Board 
Electorate in Scotland all persons entitled to vote for the County Council 
Election,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 28th February, and to be printed. [Bill 96] 


Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill —Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question put, “ That the Bill be now he read a second 
time.” 


The House divided :—-Ayes, 288 ; Noes, 37. (Division List No, 28.) 


Bill read a second time, and committed for To-morrow, at Twelve of the 
clock. 


SourH AFRICAN REPUBLIC (COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY INTO THE KaAip, 1897)— 
Motion made and Question proposed, “That it is expedient that a full 
inquiry be made into the origin and circumstances of the conspiracy 
against the Transvaal Gov ernment, and of the incursion into the South 
African Repulic by an armed force in 1895.”—(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 


DISCUSSION : 


Mr. 8S. 7. Evans (Glamorgen- Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) ne 
shire, Mid.) se 614 Mr. Wharton (Yorkshire, W. R. 
The Seeretury of State for the Ripon) 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamber- Mr, Labouchere (Northampton) .. 
luin, Birmingham, W.)... 635 Mr, James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 
Sir William Harcourt (Mon- Str H.  Campbell-Bannerman 
mouthshire, WV.) .. 644 (Stirling Burghs) _ .. 
Mr. Cripps (Gloucester shire, The First Lord of the Treasury 
Stroud) .. es w. 653 (Mr. A. J. mie: Man- 


chester, E.) ... 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 152; Noes, 286. (Division List No. 29.) 
VOL, LXXIX. [Fourtu SEriEs]. d 
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Pusuic Preririons—Ordered, that a Select Committee be appointed, to whom 
shall be referred all Petitions presented to the House, with the exception 
of such as relate to Private Bills ; and that such Committee do classify 
and prepare abstracts of the same, in such form and manner as shall 
appear to them best suited to convey to the House all requisite information 
respecting their contents, and do report the same from time to time to the 
House ; and that the reports of the Committee do set forth the number of 
signatures to each Petition only in respect to those signatures to which 
addresses are affixed ; and that such Committee have power to direct the 
printing in extenso of such Petitions, or of such parts of Petitions, as shall 
appear to require it; and that such Committee have power to report their 
opinion and observations thereupon to the House. The Committee was 
accordingly nominated of :—Mr. E. Barry, Mr. Biddulph, Mr. Brymer, Sir 
Thomas Carmichael, Colonel Cotton-Jodrell, Sir Charles Dalrymple, 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir Henry Meysey-Thompson, 
Mr. Charles Morley, Mr. 'T. P. O'Connor, Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Mr. 
Tollemache, and Mr. Henry J. Wilson. Ordered, That three be the 
quorum.—(Sir William Walrond) as o yo sas 


House oF Commons (KITCHEN AND REFRESHMENT Rooms) —Ordered, that a 
Select Committee be appointed to control the arrangements for the Kit- 
chen and Refreshment Rooms in the Department of the Serjeant at Arms 
attending this House. Ordered, that the Committee do consist of seven 
teen Members. The Committee was accordingly nominated of,— Mr. 
James Bailey, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Richard Cavendish, Mr. Thomas 
Curran, Mr. Dalziel, Sir Horatio Davies, Mr. Duncombe, Major General 
Goldsworthy, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Kearley, Mr. Lafone, Colonel Lockwood, 
Mr. Macdona, Mr. Nicol, Mr. Pierpoint, Mr. P. J. Power, and Mr. 
William Redmond. Ordered, That the Committee have power to send 
for persons, papers, and records. Ordered, That three be the quorum.— 


(Sir William Walrond) 


LICENSING EXEMPTION (HOUSES OF PARLIAMENT) Bi.L—Question, Sir Wilfrid 
Lawson (Cumberland, Cockermouth); Answer, Sir William Walrond 
(Devonshire, Tiverton) ; S Pa 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve of the clock. 


COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 21st FEBRUARY 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bedford Gas Bill: Charing Cross and Strand Electricity Supply Bill: 
Colonial Bank Bill; Grantham Gas Bill; Great Eastern Railway Bill ; 
Hartlepool Gas and Water Bill; London and South Western Railway Bill : 
London County Tramways (No. 2) Bill ; North Metropolitan Railway and 
Canal Company Bill; North Warwickshire Water Bill; Redhill Gas Bill ; 
Rugeley Gas Bill; St. Albans Water Bill; Southport Water Bill; 
Wetherby District Water Bill. Read a second time and committed. 


Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways Bill—“ For incorporat- 
ing and conferring powers on the Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw 
Tramways Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time: to be 
read a second time 
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Wellingborough and District Tramroads Bill—‘'To empower the 


British Electric Traction Company, Limited, to construct tramroads in the 
county of Northampton ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills é 


Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Bill—Report [20th February] from 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. John Wilson scindhs and Mr. 


Colville ie ote . o 


Devonport Sianeli. Bill—Report , [20ch Fe ai from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Kearley and Mr. E. J. C. Morton 


Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill —-Keport [20th February] 
from the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to 
he brought in by Mr. 'T. M. Healy, Mr. Harrington, and Mr, William 


Johnston 


South Eastern Metropolitan iniaaun Bill— Report [20th February] 
from the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to he 
brought in by Mr, Henry Forster and Mr. James Bailey 


PETITIONS. 


Census (Great Britain) Bill—Petition of General Assembly of the Church 
of Scotland, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


GOVERNMENT Property (EXEMPTION FROM RATES)—-Petitions from Padding: 
ton, for alteration of Law; to lie upon the Table 


Licensed Premises (Hours of Sale) (Scotland) Bill—-letition from Edin- 
burgh and Leith, against ; to lie upon the Table wes si oe 


Local Authorities’ Officers’ Superannuation Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Hyde; Ham; Old Swindon; Farnham ; South Shields ; Ledbury ; 
Ilford ; and Staines (two); to lie wpon the Table 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Shawcross ; Blackburn ; 
Morley Main; Allhallows ; Heanor ; Lescoe ; Tong ; Churwell ; Furness ; 
sroxtowe ; Hy de ; Darwen ; and Woodside Collieries ; to lie upon the Table 


PersHAD, Mapuo—Petition of Madho Pershad for redress of grievances ; to 
lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on wenie Bill Petition from Ipswich, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table wii si a “es 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—-Petitions in favour, 
from Blackburn ; Colne (four); Clitheroe ; and Rotherham; to lie upon 
the Table 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Newbridge ; and Abercarn ; to lie upon the Table ‘ep ~ 


Town Council (Scotland) Bill——Petitions in favour, from Denny; and 
Stewarton ; to lie upon the Table — ie “ft vis ies 


Vaccination Acts, 1867 TO 1895—Petition from Blackburn, for alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, dc. 
ConTEMPT OF Court (IRELAND) (PERSONS COMMITTE ») Return (presented 
19th February) to be printed. [No. 67]... * a is ‘so 403 


Navy (STATEMENT EXPLANATORY OF EstIMATES)-—Copy presented,—of 
Statement of the First Lord of the Admiralty explanatory of the Navy 
Estimates, 1900-1 [hy Command]; to lie upon the Table... nk nt 908 


Lunacy Board (Scotland) Salaries and Clerks Bill—-Urder for Second 
Reading To-morrow, read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill—Considered in Committee. {Mr. Grant 

Lawson, Yorkshire, W.R., Thirsk, in the Chair. | 
Clause 1:—Mr. Critiy (Mayo, N.) moved, “ That the Chairman do 

report progress, and ask leave to sit again,” but the Chairman being of 
opinion that the motion was an abuse of the rules of the House 
declined to propose the Question thereupon to the Committee. 
Question put, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Aves, 149; Noes, 23. (Division List No. 50.) 
Clauses 2 and 3 agreed to. 
Bill reported, without amendment ; to be read the third time To-morrow. 


Evicted Tenants (Ireland) Bill (Seconp Rrapine}|—Order for Second 
Reading read. 
Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Mr. Crean.) 


Amendment proposed 
“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day six months.’ ”’—(Colonel Saunderson. ) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :-— 
Sir James Haslett (Belfast, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford)... 726 
r ok: on | RE rd Con 5... 8 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present (Mr. 
DoNAL SULLIVAN, Westmeath, §.). House counted, and forty Members 
being found present, 


Mr. J. P. Farrell . Sone bbe Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) .. 740 

The Vice-President of the The Attorney-General for Ireland 
Department of Agriculture (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 750 
for Ireland (Mr. Plunkett, Sergeant Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 758 
Dublin County, S.). on. 


Question put. 

The House divided ; —Ayes, 136; Noes, 232. (Division List No. 31.) 
Words added. 

Main Question, as amended, put and agreed to. 

Second Reading put off for six months. 


SovutH AFRICAN War—NEWS FROM THE FRoNtT—On the Motion of Ad- 
journment,—Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.); Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) bs in AOS 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six of the clock, 
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LORDS: THURSDAY, 22np FEBRUARY, 1900. 


EARL OF Desart—Petition of Hamilton John Agmondesham Cuffe, Earl of 
Desart, claiming a right to vote at the elections of Representative Peers 
for Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lorp CHANCELLOR to consider and 
report thereupon to the House 


Lorp DuNBOYNE—Report made from the Lokb CHANCELLOR, that the right of 
Robert St. John Fitz-Walter Butler, Baron of Dunboyne, to vote at the 
elections of Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to the 
satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


SPEAKER OF THRE Hovse—The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House 
that Her Majesty had (by Commission) appointed the present and future 
Lords of Appeal in Ordinary, or one of them, Speaker of the House for the 
purpose of the hearing and determination of Appeals and the matters con- 
nected therewith, in che absence of the Lord Chancellor or Lord Keeper of 
the Great Seal, or any former Lord Chancellor or Lord Keeper of the 
Great Seal " 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with: Br istol Water ji.L.]; Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway 
(1.1.]; Dorking Water [11..]; Liverpool Overhead Railway [H.L.] ; Man- 
chester Ship Canal [H.L.]: South Essex Water [H.L.]; and also. the 
Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have 
been complied with: Folkstone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tramroads. The 
same was ordered to lie on the Table a ee ne 


Westgate and Birchington Water Bill .[1.1.]; Exmouth and_ District 
Water Bill [u.1.]; London Hydraulic Power Company Bill [u.L.]; North- 
Kastern Railway Bill [1.1 aE North-Eastern Railway (Steam V essels) Bill 
[u.t.]; Taff Vale Railway Bill [a1]; Fishguard and Rosslare Railways 
and Harbours Bill [1.1.] ; Rhymney Railway Bill [u..]; Great Southern 
and Western and W: rae and Central Ireland Railway Companies 
Amalgamation Bill [H.L.]; Great Southern and Western and Waterford, 
— and Western Railway Csmpanies Amalgamation Bill HL.) ; 
Great Southern and Western Railway Bill [11.L.]; Imschenetzky’s Uralite 
Patent Bill [H.L.]. Read a second time we oni bs 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


HistoricaAL MANuscripts CoMMissioN—Message from the Commons for copy 
of the Manuscripts of the House of Lords, Volume I. ver aaah 
Ordered to be communicated accordingly : , 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—No. 2382. United States (New Orleans 
and District). Presented [hy command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


SoutH AustraLtA—The Constitution Amendment Act, 1899, No. 731. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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Youthful Offenders Bill ‘pe Bill to amend _ the law relating to youth- 
ful offenders, and for other purposes connected therewith—-Was presented 
by the Lord James of Hereford ; read the first time; to be printed ; and 
to be read a second time on Thursday next. (No. 13.) . 


Money Lending Bill [11.1.} —[Seconp Reapina]—Order ot the Day for the 
Second Reading read—(Lord James of Hereford)—Bill read a second tine 
[according to Order], and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
“n Thursday next 


SouTH Arrican War-—-News From THE Front—Questions, The Duke of 
Abercorn and Earl Carrington; Answers, The Prime Minister and 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Salisbury) 


SETTLEMENT AT CLOSE OF WAR—TREATIES WITH OR INTERFERENCE OF 
ForeiGN PowEers—Question, Lord Teynham; Answer, The Marquess of 
Salisbury “ve sit ne aes 


BOARD OF Epucation Act, 1899—ConstituTIon oF LocaL AUTHORITIES— 
Question, Lord Norton; Answer, The Lord President of the Council 
(The Duke of Devonshire) 


Land Charges Bill [1.1.]-- House in Committee [according to Order}, 
Amendments made; Standing Committee negatived; and Bill to be 
printed as amended. [No. 14.] 5 


Inebriates Amendment (Scotland) Bill [1.1.}—Bill read the third time 
{according to Order]; an Amendment made: Bill passed and sent to the 
Commons 


Business or THE Hovsk—Standing Order No, XXXIX. to be considered 
To-morrow, in order to its being suspended for that day’s sitting 


House adjourned at Five of the clock. 


COMMONS ; THURSDAY, 22Npd FEBRUARY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Privirr Bints (Stanpinc Orver 62 Compruirp Wrrn)—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, that, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No, 62 has been complied with, viz, : -St. David’ 
Railway (Additional Powers) Bill. Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
time... ont ren we ee 


South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill—*“ For conferring further 
powers on the South Eastern Metropoliton Tramways Company for 
constructing Tramways and widening and altering roads; for using 
mechanical power on their Tramways ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 


Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Bill—“ To incorporate the Airdrie 
and Coatbridge Tramways Company, and to empower that company to 
make and maintain tramways ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
ta be read a second time 
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Devonport Corporation Bill—‘“'l'o confer powers upon the Corporation of 
the Borough of Devonport w ith — to the construction and working of 
tramways within and near the borough, for extending the powers of the 
said Corporation as to eleetric lighting, for extending the boundaries of the 
said borough, to make provision for the a ‘quisition of Market Ferry and 
bridge unde rtakin; gs, to confer further powers upon the said Corporation 
with | respect to streets and other matters, and in regurd to the health, local 
government, and improvement of the said horough, to make further 
provision for the collection and recovery of rates, for the borrowing of 
money ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be read a second 
time 


Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill——<“ lor incorporating and con- 
ferring powers on the Shannon Water anc Electric Power Company,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 


PETITIONS. 


GOVERNMENT Property (EXEMPTION FROM Rares) —Petitions from St. Mary 
Abbotts, Kensington, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


GROUND Rents (TAXATION BY Locan AurTiortiries)—Petition from Linth- 
waite, in favonr ; to lie upon the ‘Table 


Local Authorities’ Officers’ ~—h——vemee Bill— Petition from Barry, in 
favour; to lie upon the table.. sk a ssh ms 


LONDON GOVERNMENT Act, 1899—Petition from Camberwell, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table a6 a ae wen an’ 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill — Petitions in favour, from Wath; Dysart ; 
Moresby i Harrington ; Cleator Moor; Frizington ; Oatlands ; Dunnikier ; 
Hindley Green ; Loftus ; Huneliff; Guisborough ; Eston ; Digby ; Lump- 
sey : Codnor; Slafrenath ; Saxenby ; Rockinghem ; Cadeby ; Wharncliffe 
Silkstone ; Kastwood ; Marshay ; Skelton ; North Skelton; Ilkeston ; and 
West Ham Collieries ; to lie upon the ‘Table 


OWNERS’ SITE VaLues—Petition from Poplar, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table 


Railways (Prevention of musi Bill —Petition from | a in favour ; 
to he upon the Table ... , sas a 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on nine Bill-— Petitions in Bis, from 
Kast Plumstead ; and Leicester ; to Ye upon the Table ne ‘i 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill— Petitions in favour, from 
Plumstead ; Hull: Merthyr Tydtil ; and Colne ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Morpeth ; 
and Southampton ; to lie wpon the Table... a ss we aa 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


Army Estimates, 1900-1901— Copy presented, of Army Estimates of Effective 
and Non-Effective Services for 1900-1901, with statements of the variations 
of the numbers of Her Majesty’s British Forces, explanations of the 
increases and decreases in the Estimates, the Amounts included for the 
Colonies and Egypt, and the Amounts provided for each Arm of the 

Ser ice and for various Miscellaneous Bt al lis shments [hy Command | : 

Referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed [No. 67 | 
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Army ORDNANCE Factorizs Estimate, 1900-1901)—Estimate presented,—of 
Charge for the year 1900-1901 [by Command]; Referred to the Com- 
mittee of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 68]... : 


SoutH AusTRALIA (CONSTITUTION AMENDMENT ACT, 1899) ten siiaiaitia 
of the Constitution Amendment Act, 1899, of Seuth Australia [by Net] 
to lie upon the Table ... i 


EpvucaTIon DEpARTMENT-—Copy es Minute of the Committee of 
Council on Education, dated 4th August, 1899, modifying Articles 15 and 
15* of the Evening Continuation Schools Code, 1899 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table 


TrADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)-——Copy presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2382 aud er to lie upon 
the Table ~ ni ‘si ; rw ee 


MANUSCRIPTS OF THE House OF LorDs—Ordered, That a Message be sent to 
the Lords to request that their Lordships will be pleased to communicate 
to this House a Copy of the Manuscripts of the House of Lords, Volume I. 
(New Series).—(Mr. Hanbury) ane bes sie is eas ds 


Army (MEMBERS OF EITHER House oF PARLIAMENT SERVING IN SOUTH 
Arrica)—Address for “ Return showing the names of Members of either 
House of Parliament at present serving, or under orders to serve, Her 
Majesty in South Africa, the capacity in which they serve, and the dates 
at which they sailed or are under orders to sail.”—(Colonel Milward) 


Brewers’ Licences——Return ordered, “of Accounts of the number of persons 
in each of the several collections of the United Kingdom licensed as 
brewers for sale, 7.7., common brewers, victuallers, retailers of beer to be 
drunk on the premises, retailers of beer not to be drunk on the premises, 
and brewers of beer not for sale, particularising each class in each 
collection ; and stating also the quantities of malt, unmalted corn, rice, 
ete., and sugar, including its eynivalent of syrups, ete., used by brewers of 
ed for sale, and of malt and sugar used by brewers not for sale, from the 

Ist day of October, 1898, to the 30th day of September, 1899. 


“Of the amount of Licence Duty paid and Beer Duty charged from the 
Ist day of October, 1898, to the 30th day of September, 1899, distinguish- 
ing brewers for sale from other brewers. 

“Of the number of brewers for sale paying for licences, from the lat 
day of October 1898 to the 20th day of September 1899, separating them 
into classes: under 1,000 barrels, at 1-055 degrees gravity ; 1,000 and 
under 10,000 ; 10,000 and under 20,000; 20,000 and under 30,000 ; 
30,000 and under 50,000 ; 50,000 and under 100,000 ; 100,000 and under 
150,000 ; 150,000 and under 200,000 ; 200,000 and under 250,000 ; 
250,000 and under 300,000 ; 300, 000 and under 350,000 ; 350,000 and 
under 400,000 ; 400,000 and under 450,000 ; 450,000 and under 500,000 ; 
500,000 and under 550,000 ; 550,000 ‘and under 600,000 ; 600,000 and 
under 1,000,000 ; 1,000, 000 and under 1,500,000; 1,500,000 and under 
2,000,000 ; 2,000,000 barrels and over ; showi ing separately in each elass, 
the quantities of malt, unmalted corn, rice, ete., and sugar, including its 
equivalent of syrups, ete., used ; and stating also the amount of Licence 
_— paid and Beer Duty charged in each class. 


‘And of the number of barrels of beer exported from the United 
ee onl and the declared value thereof, and where exported to, from the 
Ist day of October, 1898, to the 30th day of September, 1899, distinguish- 
ing England, Scotland, and Treland (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 127, of Session 1899.”)-—(Mr. Hanbury) 


IN Ne oo} presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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QUESTIONS. 
SouTH AFRICAN WAR—NEWS FROM THE FRONT—Questions, Sir J. Joicey 
(Durham, Chester-le-Street) and Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ; Answers, The 


First Lerd of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) and the 
Under-Secretary of State for War (Mr. W yndham, Dover) 


TRANSPORTS— EMPLOYMENT OF BRITISH SEAMEN—Question, Mr. Havelock 
Wilson (Middlesbrough) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. 
Macartney, Antrim, 8.) ie ” er xa ‘vr ve 


THE TRANSPORT “ PINEMORE ”—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien — 
Answer, Mr. Macartney 


DELAGOA BAy--CONTRABAND GOODS—-NEUTRALITY OF PORTUGUESE GOVERN 
MENT—PosITION OF Mr. Portr—THE EmprezA AFRICANA COMPANY- 
BRITISH SUBJECTS TRADING WITH THE ENEMY—Questions, Mr. spa: 
Montagu (Hampshire, New Forest), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), anit 
Mr. ‘Stuart-Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) ; Auswers, The Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) “es is 


COMMANDS AT THE FRONT-—Question, Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham a 


Conpuct OF MILITARY OPERATIONS—DESTRUCTION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY 
Question, Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 


ENSLIN ENGAGEMENT—-LACK OF ARTILLERY-—Question, Sir John Colom) : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


DISAPPEARING GUN MountTINGsS—Question, General Russell (Cheltenham) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ en ous 4 és is 


CycLe Corps —Question, General Russell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


PUBLICATION OF Wark News-—Question, Mr. Billson (Halifax) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham és ies — = 
[kIsH = Muanitia -— ALLEGED COMPULSORY VOLUNTEERING — Questions, Mr. 


Donal Sullivan. (Westmeath, 8.), Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.), and 
Mr. William Johnstan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham a 


YEOMANRY —- ALLEGED Boer Spres--Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


PRAYERS FOR SOLDIERS—Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ‘ she si hos ees oe vt ‘és 


RoyaL Army Mepical. Corps—Question, Sir Walter Foster esiiadininns 
Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham : sig 


Nursing ORDERLIES IN MiLITARY HosPiTALs—Question, Sir Walter Foster ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; sips i 


NetLey HospitaAL—Question, ~— Norton (Newington, kab Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ie it ‘ss ees 3 wl sl 


Mr. Wyndham 





Vacant ComMIssioNs—Question, General Russell ; Answer, 
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ARMY VETERINARY COMMISSIONS —Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... ‘ ‘in ine mre vee a es 

PosTAL RATES ON Girts TO TROOPS AT THE FRONT—Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... — ws vis _ 

SUGGESTED ALLOWANCES— MARRIAGES WitHouT LEAVE—Question, Mr. 
Galloway (Manchester, 8.W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham wes as 

LyppDITE SHELL ConTrRActTs—Question, Mr. Maddison (Sheftield, Brightside) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell- 
W illiams, Birmingham, 8.) ... a = SS aye Lo 

Patriotic Funp ComMitrEE—Questions, Mr, Patrick O’Brien, Mr. McKenna 


(Monmouth, N.), and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answers, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ... ik Sa ee sss ae vis wie eae 


War Revier Funps—Question, Mr. Galloway ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 
THE ARTILLERY SERVICE—Question, Sir John Colomb ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


ARMY SERVICE Corps EstaBLISHMENT-—Question, Capt. Donelan (Cork, FE.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ove ove ie ose wee ios : 


ARMY COMMISSIONS FOR SCOTTISH PUBLIC ScHoOOLS—Question, Mr, Hozier 
(Lanarkshire, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... a4 aS 


OFFICERS’ COMMISSIONS — WOOLWICH AND SANDHURST EXAMINATION — 
Question, Admiral Field (Sussex, Kasthourne) ; Answer, Mr, Wyndham... 


MinitiaA OrriceRs—Pay, GRATUITIES AND PENSIONS—Questions, Mr. Malcolm 
(Suffolk, Stowmarket) and Captain Norton; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Sratus or INvantry Reserve Orvicers ReJoINtNGc—Question, Sir Barrington 
Simeon (Southampton) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... we oes ie 


THREE YEAR ENLISTMENT— Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... one is th is 


ENLISTMENT—UNpDeER-AGE RecrUITS—Question, Mr. Nussey (Pontefract) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham sek “ss a = oon _ sot 


IrIsH REGIMENTAL CANTEENS—Question, Capt. Donelan; Answer, Mr. J. 
Powell-Williams ive sie sve at ise pi a ns 


Swirt ArMED Screw CoLLiers—Question, Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) ; 
Answer, Mr. Macartney ves asi sais ‘at sits me: ie 


NAvAL OFFICERS—RECORDS FOR PROMOTION QUALIFICATIONS—Question, Sir 
John Colomb ; Answer, Mr. Macartney... wes ran aid Ss 


Miuirta Servick mm British CoLoNtes—Questions, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) 
and Sir John Brunner es Northwich) ; Answers, The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ... si 


Care CrIMINAL LAW—Question, Mr. M‘Kenna eaapapabasah. N.); Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain... 48 en “te ie tee si 2h 


CRETE—Question, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... 
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EVASIONS OF THE DEATH DutTiES—Question, Mr. Broadhurst and Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answer, The Chancellor of the remaiaaiies (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, 
Bristol, W.) sie $s rer 


FrMaLe Factory INspectors—Question, Mr. Talbot (Oxford University) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home ne (Sir M. White 
Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) eve swe ss ee ane _ 


Scottish REFORMATORIES AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS-—Question, Sir Charles 
Cameron (Glasgow, Bridgeton) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley o 


Coroners’ LNQugests —- ViEwinG BoprEs — Question, Mr. John Wilson 
(Durham); Answer, Sir M. White Ridley ... oils se 


Owen Jones CHARITY, CHESTER — Question, Mr. Ashton (Bedfordshire, 
Luton) ; Answer, The Parliamentary Charity Commissioner (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk)... ive wa i 2 sa 


INDIAN FAMINE—Question, Sir W. Wedderburn (Banffshire) ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) j 


INDIAN RAILWAYS—CONNECTION WiTtH RusstAN RAILWAYS—Question, Mr. 
Maclean (Cardiff) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ; 


WootwicH County Counc ELECTION—-GOVERNMENT WORKMEN VOTERS 
Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Witliams 

AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION --- Question, Col. Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ; 
Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on Education 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


ORGANISATION OF THE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT—Question, Colonel Lockwood ; 
Answer, Sir J. Gorst ... a ode . Js ass 


CorPORAL PUNISHMENT IN ELEMENTARY NScCHOOLS—Question, Sir John 
Brunner ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst iia oss ace we ais 


Scnoot Boarp TEACHERS’ PENsSIONS—Question, Mr. head Buxton (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst ‘ 60 se win 


St, SIMON AND St. JUDE’S SCHOOL, SOUTHPORT—Question, Sir John Brunner ; 


Answer, Sir J. Gorst ... tes Jas ive ests wae 
ABSENCES FROM ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS—Question, Mr. Middlemore (Birming- 
ham, N.); Answer, Sir J. Gorst > i ; bia 


MERCHANT SHIpPiNG—CRIMPING IN UNITED STATES PoRTs—Question, Mr. 
Havelock Wilson ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade _ 
Ritchie, Croydon) _... ar ose eve He ; ‘ ~~ 


P, & O. STEAMERS—CreW ACCOMMODATION—Question, Mr. Havelock Wilson ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... aes Ree his oS a 


SEAMEN’S DiscHARGES CoMMITTEE—Question, Mr. Havelock Wilson ; Answer, 
Mr. Ritchie... “ ‘a ia ae ch és se ats 


hoot AND Mouti Diskase REGULATIONS—Questious, Mr. Broadhurst and Mr 
Soames (Norfolk, S.); Answer, Mr. Ritchie ‘ + 
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TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WITH ScoTLAND—Questions, Sir J. Leng 
(Dundee) and Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire Mid); Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the Treasurry (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


OFFICIAL RECOGNITION Or PosTAL EMPLOYEES’ ORGANISATIONS — Question, 
Mr. M‘Ghee (Louth, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


LIVERPOOL FEMALE TELEGRAPHISTS—Question, Mr. M‘Ghee ; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury 


HISTORICAL MANUscRIPTS COMMISSION —— Housrk or Lorps Reports 


Questions, Mr. Crilly (Mayo, N.) and Sir J. W. Maclure (Laneashire, * 


Stretford) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Post OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS —Question, Mr. Hayden ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 
(Roscommon, 8.) ‘ 


TELEPHONING CABLEGRAMS —Question, Mr. Chas. M‘Arthur (Liverpeol, Ex 
change); Answer, Mr. Hanbury ack 


FLINTSHIRE TELEPHONE Service -Question, Mr, Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


County Courr JuRrispicrion—Question, Mr. Monk (Gloucester) ; Answer, 
The Attorney General (Sir Richard Webster, Isle of Wight) 


NEW LONDON MUNICIPALITIES —Question, Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) ; Answer, 
Sir Richard Webster nae 


BeLeast Far Renr Apvreats—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.) ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


inkISH CENSUS —Question, Mr. Hayden ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


SHILLELAGH UNION NicHr NuRsE—Question, Mr. James O’Connor ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson re = es 


ANNALY Estate, Co. LonGrorp—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, W.); 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ee 2 se si ro as 


CAVAN LAND APPEALS —Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Auswer, Mr. Atkinson 


LocAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) Act [898 AMENDMENTS—Questions, Mr. J. P. 
Farrell and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson ... So 


IRisH RATE ReEcewr books—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 


Atkinson me Ax Sea few a9 owt ane 


OciLBy’s EsrateE—Question, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson - ee Js ee , 


InisH AGRICULTURAL Epucarion—-Questions, Mr. Samuel Young and Mr. 
Arthur O’Connor (Donegal, E.); Answers, The Vice-President of the 
Agricultural Department for Lreland (Mr. Plinket, Dublin Co., 5.) 


STANDING OrDERS ComMITrEe —Question, Mr. Duncombe (Caimberland, Egre 
mont ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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BUSINESS OF THE Housk—-Questions, Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E,), Sir 
H. Campbell-Bannerman ating 3urghs), Sir William Harcourt (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.), Mr. Caldwell, Sir John Colom), Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth 
(Laneashire, Clitheroe), Sir C harles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean), 
Mr. Soames (Norfolk, S.), and Mr. ses here (Northampton) ; Answers, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS—That they have pas sed a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 
amend the [solation Hospitals Act, 1893.” Isolation Hospitals (Amend- 
ment) Bill [1.1.}. 


Point OF PRrocepURE—STANDING OrpER 16 (TEN Minutes RuLE)—TITHE 
RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND) BIL. 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) iS. S23 Mery 7. P. O'Connor giottl 


Vr. Swift) MaeNeill. (Done- Scotland) ; oti 
qal S.) 6 825 The First pil of the ‘Treasury 
¢ A. Caipbell-Bunnerivan Vr. A. J. Balfour, Manches- 
(Stirling Burghs) «x 827 ler, E.) 

Mr. y Arthini rt Onno! ( 1) ie- 
gal, E.) ... shat avi. OBE 


RuLtma—Mr. SPEAKER. 


PUBLIC BUSINESS, 

Trruk RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND)-- Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That 
leave be given to bring in a Bill to amend the law relating to Tithe Rent- 
charge in Treland.”-—(Mr. Attorney-General for Lrelunid.) 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 
Question put, “That leave be given to bring in the Bill.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 209; Noes, 132. (Division List, No, 32.) 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland and 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


Tithe Rent-charge [Ireland| Bill—To amend tho Law relatmg to Tithe 
Rent-charge in Ireland, presented, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 5th March, and to be printed. — | Bill 97.] 


HouSsING OF THE WorKING CLASsES Act (1890) AMENDMENT. 


The President of the Local Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Government Board (Mr. Ilkeston) 
Chaplin, Lincolushive, Slea- 
ford) ¥G-3 arr 2. OS 


HousinG or THE Workinc CrAsses Act (1890) AMENDMENT—-Bill to 
amend Part [If. of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, 
Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Chaplin, Secretary Sir Matthew White 
Ridley, Mr. Ritchie, and Mr. T. W. Russell. 


Housing of the Working Classes Act (1890) Amendment Bill—« To 
amend Part IIL of The Hous sing of the Working Classes Act, 1890,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to he read a second time upon Thursday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 98. | 


Mr. ap a Hamlets, Mr. Chaplin 
Stepney) . a 84] 
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Pustic Accounts—Ordered, That the Committee do consist of Fifteen 
Members. The Committee was accordingly nominated of—Mr. Gibson 
Bowles, Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Victor Cavendish, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Cameron 
Corbett, Mr. Duckworth, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. Goddard, Mr. 
Hanbury, Mr. Brodie Hoare, Mr. Grant Lawson, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Mr. 
Arthur O’Connor, Mr. Pym, and Mr. Thornton. Ordered, That the Com- 
mittee have power to send for persons, papers, and records.— (Sir /Villiain 
Walrond) ss a eos ose ees ooo ety is $“OS4 


Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill.—[Third Reading.]—Order for Third 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed. “ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


DISCUSSION : 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, fi.) 842 Mr, Lully (Leitrim, S.) soe |§=6— EL 


Tue First Lonp or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 
E,) rose in his place and claimed to move “ That the question be now put.” 


The Honse divided :—Ayes, 255; Noes, 52, (Division List No. 33.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That the Bill be now read the third time.’ 
The House divided :—Ayes, 274; Noes, 33. (Division List No. 31.) 

sill read the third time and passed. 


Suprty—Considered in Committee—[{Mr, J, W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) 
in the Chair. | 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY EsTIMATEs), 
1899-1900-—CLass I.—1. £20,000, Supplementary, Revenue Buildings. 


Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, wer 860 
Lichfield) i ... 869 Mr. Akers-Douglis —... 860 
The First Commissioner of 
Works( Mr. Akers-Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine's) ... 860 


Resolution agreed to. 
2. £40,000, Supplementary, Public Buildings, Great Britain. 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) 861 Mr. Akers-Douglas 7 sts, “S61 
Resolution agreed to, 


» 


5. £12,000, Supplementary, Rates on Government Property. 


Sir Albert Rollit ... .. 861 Sir Albert Rollit ro ss ‘363 

Mr. Caldvell “ 862 The Financial Secretary to the 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Treasury ( Mr. state Preston) 865 
Itegis) .. 863 My. Caldwell : 864 


Lord Hugh C; ecil (Greenwich) 863 
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Crass IT.--4. £4,150, Supplementary, Colonial Office. 5. £5300, Supplemen- 
tary, Privy Council Office. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles... ... 864 Mr. Calidivell 
Mr. Hanbury nat .. 865 


Resolution agreed to. 


6. £20,000, Supplementary, Stationery, and Printing. 7. £5, Supple- 
mentary, Valuation, and Boundary Survey, Ireland. Resolutions to be 
reported 


CiAss II[I.—Motion made and Question proposed—‘ That a Supplementary 
sum, not exceeding £1,440, be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the 
charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1900, for the salaries and expenses of the Prison 
Commissioners for Scotland and of the prisons upon their control.” 


Mr. Caldwell 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Crass [V.—Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Supplementary 
sum, not exceeding £3,000, be granted to Her Majesty to defray the 
charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of march, 1900, for the Department of Science and Art in 
respect of Science Schools.” 


Lord Hugh Cecil . 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Ciass V—Motion made and Question proposed, ‘That a Supplementary sum, 
not exceeding £162,500, be granted to Her Majesty to defrey the charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1900, for grants in aid of the e xpenses of the British 
Protectorates in Uganda and in Central and East Africa.” 


, Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present (Lord 
: Hugh Cecil). House counted, and forty Members being found present, 


Motion made, and Question proposed. “ That Item A (Uganda Grant 
in Aid) be reduced by £10,000.”—(Sir Charles Dill.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Sir Eduard Grey( North umberland, 
Legis) sais sa, ~ eed Berwick) wile ais wae 
Mr. John Burns (Batterseu) 872 Commander Bethell. (Yorkshire, 
The ~— Secretary of State E.R., Holderness)... 
for War (Mr. Brodrick, Mr. Buchanan (. Aberdeenshire, E. ) 


Surrey, Guildford) Sign OES Mr. John Burns 


Mr. Lahouchere (Northampton) nf 


=~! 





Committee divided: Ayes, 51; Noes, 187. (Division List No. 35.) 
Sir Brampton Gordon (Norfolk, N.) 





Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item B (British Central 
Africa Grant in Aid) be reduced by £100.”--(M/r, I ’cir.) 
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kebruary 23. Page 
DISCUSSION : 
Mr. Buchanan _... -- 899 Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire) .... 905 
Mr. Brodrick: ae ... 899 Sir Charles Dilke 906 
Mr, Gibson Bowles ss SOR Mr. Sydney Buxton (Lover Ham- 
Mr. Weir (Koss, Cromarty) 90] lets, Poplar) ly ” 906 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) --- 901 Mr. Brodrick... +5 soe SOG 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Done- Mr. Labouchere ... of, ... 906 
gal, 8.) .. ax .. 903 Sir Brampton Gordon... 906 
Mr. Brodrick Soe ... 903 Mr Maddison epi Bright- 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester side) ... se =e sco 907 
shire, Forest of Dean)... 905 Mr. Weir 1 GOS 
Sir Edward Grey... se 90D The Under Seerc tary wf “State top 
Mr. Dillon se ... 905 War (Mr. I] "yndhain, Dover) 9OS 
Mr. Brodrick Rae x S00 


It being midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his report to the House 
Resolutions to be reported to-morrow. 
Committee also report progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


House adjourned at three minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





LORDS: 23rp FEBRUARY, 1900. 


BUSINEss OF THE HousE-—Standing Order No. XX XIX. considered ee 
to order), and suspended for the day’s sitting res ies . 909 


Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill—Brought from the Commons, read the first 
time: Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. having heen suspe nded) Bill 
read a second time ; Committee negatived : Bill read the third time, and 
passed. 
House adjourned during pleasure ; House resumed ‘a iu son 909 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


CommissioN—The following Bill received the Royel Assent: Consolidated 
Fund (No. 1) ... i sae se ne i she = .. 909 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lonp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the further Standing vee applicable to the 
foliowing Bills have been complied with :—Great Central Railw: ay 
[u.t.]; Caledonian Railway [#.1.]; Cork, Bandon, and South Coast 
Railway (u1.1.]; Glasgow and South-W estern Railway [u.L.]; North 
British Railway [#.1.]; Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland 
(H.L.]. Also the Certificate that no Standing Orders are applicable 
to the following Bill :—Leith Burgh Provisional Order [H.L.]. And 
also the Certificate that the Standing Orders have not been complied 
with in respect of the petition for additional provision in the 
following Bill :-——Caledonian Railway [H.L.]. The same were ordered 


to lie on the Table 909 
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Barnsley Corporation Bill [Wn]; Ce aledoni: an Railway Bill [11.1.] (Petition 
for Additional Provision) —Examiner’s Certificates of non- -compliance with 
the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Friday next 


Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill [11.1.|—The order of Tuesday last 
referring the Examiner’s Certificate to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Friday next, discharged 


Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tramroads Bill ee eae 


read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 


South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Bill [1.1.]: 
Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Ame ndment i H.L.]; Scottish Widows’ 
Fund and Life Assurance Society Bill fu.n.]: Ne avport (Monmouths hire) 
Gas Bill [un]; South Staffordshire aa ays Bill [HL]; Sheffield 
District Railway Bill (a0.); Wirrall Railway Bill “We : Great Berk 
hampstead Water Bill [.1.}. Read a second time... 


Aston Manor Tramways Bill [11.1.]; Burnley Corporation [1.1.]; Chureh’s 
Patent Bill [m...]; East Shropshire Water Bill {1,.L.]; East Stirlingshire 
Water Bill [ir L.|; Edinburgh Corporation Bill {H.1.] ; Edinburgh a 
Lunacy Board Bill [H.. | ; Falkirk and District Water Bill [H.t. 1: Falkirk 
Corporation Bill [1.1.]|—Committed : The Committees to be proposed by 
the Committee of Selection ‘ +e Fe 


Hemel Hempstead Corporation (Water) Bill——[1.L.]; Higham Ferrers 
Water Bill [H.L.]; [Ipswich Corporation Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Kingston- 
upon-Thames Corporation Bill [1.1.]; Lincoln Corporation (Tramways) 

3il1 [u.L.]; Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill [#.L.]; Margate 
Corporation Bill [H.1.]; Menstone Water (Transfer) Bill |H.L.]. Com- 
mitted: The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ... 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [11...|: Morley Corporation Bill 
(1.1.]; Motherwell and Bellshill Railway Bill [u.L.]; Motherwell Water Bill 
[u1. t.]; Mountain Ash Water Bill [1.1.]; Newport Corporation Bill [1.1.] ; 
Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn Urban District Gas Bill [H.L.]; Paignton 
Urban District Water Bill [1.1.]; Preston Corporation Bill [1.1]; 
Ramsgate Corporation Improvements Bill [11.L.] ; Rotherham Corporation 
Bill [H.L.]; Rotherhithe and Ratcliff Tunnel Bill [1.1.] , Salford Corpora- 
tion Bill [H.t.]; Sheffield Corporation Bill [i.1.]; South Essex Water 
Board Bill [.L.] : Sunderland Corporation Bill [t.1.]; Withington Urban 
District Council Bill [H.1.], Committed: The Committees to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection oe ny is 


Birmingham Corporation (Stock) Bill [1.1 +]; Bury and District Water 
(Transfer) Bill | H.L.]. Committed ; vhs sis , 


Dundee Harbour Bill [H.L.|—Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board Bill [H.L.] ; 
Otley Urban District Council Water Bill [1.L.]; Southampton Harbour 
Bill [u.L.] Committed os ae ea site ‘és nied 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


Cotonres—Annual: No. 289. Niger Coast Protectorate ; Report for 1898-99 : 
Presented [by command], and ordered to lie on the Table... 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. 
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COMMONS: FRIDAY, 23rd FEBRUARY 1900. 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to—Consolidated Fund 
(No. 1) Bill. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to amend the 
Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, for Scotland.” Inebriates Amendment 
(Scotland) Bill [1.1. ]. 

Manuscripts of the House of Lords.—That they communicate Copy of 
the Manuscripts of the House of Lords, Volume I. (New Series), as 
desired by this House... “ee ist : - cio a 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

PrivATE Bints (STANDING OrpER 62 Compliep Wriri)—Mr. SprAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, that, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Baker 
Street and Waterloo Railway Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
Bill; Wandsworth and Putney Gas Bill; Ordered that the Bills be read a 
second time 

PrivATE Bitus (STANDING Orper 63 CompLiep witH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, that, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the first reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz. : 
Glastonbury and Street Gas Bill. Ordered that the Bill be read a 
second time ‘ 


Chelsea Water Bill—Order [12th February] that the Bill be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills read, and discharged. Bill 


withdrawn es s 


RoyaL Assent—Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. The House 
went ; and, being returned, Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent to— 
Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Act, 1900 " e ie 


PETITION. 

BrownJoun, JouN—Petition of John Brownjohn, for redress of grievances ; 
to lie upon the Table ... 

GOVERNMENT Property (EXEMPTION FROM RATES)—Petition from Battersea, 
for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 

Local Authorities’ Superannuation Bill — Petitions in favour, from 
Brighton and Preston; Tottenham; and Birkenhead ; to lie upon the 
Table 2 ws 

Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Fordell ; Cowdenbeath ; 
Little Raith; Townhill; West Wemyss; Morton; Newton; Heage ; 
Staveley ; Unston ; Southgate ; Grage ; Thrybergh ; Gornal ; Oakengates ; 
Aspatria ; Heckmondwike ; and Woodpark ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on ay _— tition from Yoxford, i 
favour ; to lie upon the Table : : side ~ 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—-lPctitions in favour, from 
Prestwich ; and Stockport ; to lie upon the Table .. : ane ses 
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Sunday Closing Monmouthshire Bill—Two Petitions from esenae in 





























favour ; to lie upon the Table 914 
Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Melrose ; Partick ; 
and Dunbar ; to lie upon the Table ... — 5S “ -« Oae 
New Writ—For the County of Sligo (North Sligo Division), in the room of 
Bernard Collery, esquire (Chiltern Hundreds).—(Cuptain Donelan.) a OM 
RETURNS, KEPORTS, ETC. 
SouTH AUSTRALIA (CONSTITUTION AMENDMENT ACT, 1899) —— [pr esented 
22nd February] to be printed. [No. 71.] ... - 914 
CoLontAL Reports (ANNUAL)—Copy presented,—of Report No. 289 (Niger 
Coast Protectorate, Report for 1898-9) [by Command]; to le upon the 
Table ‘ oe i st ass sy sk «es SAS 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (CopE 1900)—Copy presented,—of Code of Regula- 
tions for Day Schools, 1900, with  adaaaeite [by ened? to lie upon 
the Table ; m ‘ i ws Se 
RoyaL Parrioric ComMiss1oN—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 
19th February ; J/r. Aearley|; to lie upon the Table ‘is oe sco) . ORE 
GOVERNMENT PROPERTY IN THE PROVINCES (CONTRIBUTIONS IN LIEU OF 
LocaL RatEes)—Return ordered, “showing (1) the name of each union, 
parish, county, or municipal borough in which the Government occupies 
property ; (2) the extent and character of such property ; (3) the valua- 
tion put upon such property for local rating ; (4) the amount of contribu- 
tion paid to each parish, county, or municipal borough in the last financial 
year ; and (5) special Acts of Parliament (if any) applicable to the case, in 
the following form :— 
ENGLAND AND WALES. 
es | s2e38 | sae 
| 29 | > A ha 
Extent and character of | oe , 2 Se “ 3 
the Government property. | Ess | 5 $F pte ay 
SQe | eas 85- os 
» | “SR | Seeg | S88 
2? 3 wees ccs S| Se | § £ es 
a 3 Extent. Character. " ome | Bor aes a= 
_ — a 1 & oA) 
seein) acces | } aie 
i nS 
SCOTLAND. 
| 
Qa PY Bake | oe 
ie ogo gS 
S5 33 oe =e 
ae =” eer aa. 
. Extent and character of the ZB ep ‘ss =e bos aes 
= Government property eee = ll 2e5 SEs 
S rove property. 223 a8 Bo od oes 
= cog | g22 | Be a | 29 
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IRELAND. 
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(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No, 312, of Session 1898.”)—(Sir Albert Leollit.) 


GOVERNMENT Property (County or LoNDON)—Return ordered, “showing (1) 


the name of each parish in which the Government occupies property ; (2) 
the extent and character of such property ; (3) the valuation put upon 
such property for local rating ; (4) the amount of contribution paid,.or to 
he paid, to each parish in the last financial year ; and (5) Special Acts of 
Parliament (if any) applicable to the case, in the following form : 


COUNTY OF LONDON, 





e., net 
tte) put 


Grovern- 
to the 





rty for 


Extent and character of the 
Government property. 


Contri- 





of 


Extent. Character, 


Union. 
Amount 





> 


Pp. | 


(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 309, of Session 1898).— 
(Sir Albert Lollit) a - 


Lunacy Boarp (SCOTLAND) [SALARIES, &c.]|—Committee to consider of autho- 


rising the payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of the 
salaries of the secretary and clerks of the General Board of Commissioners 
in Lunacy for Scotland, and of the expenses of the Board, and the 
remuneration of the Commissioners (Queen’s Recommendation signified), 
upon Monday next.—(Seeretary, Lord George Haiilton.) 


SELECTION (STANDING ComMITTEES)—Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 


mittee of Selection: That they had nominated the following Members to 
serve on the Standing Committee for the consideration of all Bills relating 
to Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legai Procedure which may, by Order 
of the House, be committed to such Standing Committee :—Mr. Asquith, 
Mr. Atherley-Jones, Mr. Atkinson, Mr. Barlow, Mr. Bartley, Mr. Beach, 
Mr. Butcher, Mr. Carew, Mr. Coghill, Dr. Commins, Mr. Radcliffe Cooke, 
Viscount Cranborne, Mr. Cripps, Mr. T. B. Curran, Mr. Bromley- 
Davenport, ‘sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Dillon,,Mr. Tatton Egerton, Mr. Arthur 
Elliot, Mr. Samuel Evans, Sir George Fardell, Mr. Flynn, Mr. Lewis Fry, 
Mr. Sydney Gedge, Sir Frederick Godson, Mr. Goulding, Mr. Graham, 


Mr. H. D. Greene, Mr. Haldane, Mr. Harwood, Mr. 'T. M. Healy, Mr. 
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Helder, Mr. Hemphill, Mr. Staveley Hill, Mr. Hobhouse, Sir John Jenkins, 
Mr. Johnson-Ferguson, Mr. Lees Knowles, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, Sir Joseph 
Leese, Mr. Loder, Mr. A. K. Loyd, Mr. MaeNeill, Sir Henry Meysey- 
Thompson, Colonel Milward, Mr. Monk, Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. Mount, 
Mr. Graham Murray, Captain Norton, Mr. Pickersgill, Sir Francis Powell, 
Colonel Pryce-Jones, Sir Robert Reid, Mr. Rentoul, Secretary Sir Matthew 
White Ridley, Mr. Bryn Roberts, Sir Andrew Scoble, Mr. Parker Smith, 
Mr. Solicitor General, Mr. Ernest Spencer, Mr. Stevenson, Mr. Ure, Sir 
Howard Vincent, Mr. Robert Wallace (Perth), Mr. Warr, Sir James Wood- 
house, and Mr. Woods. 


Mr. Hausry further reported from the Committee of Selection : That 
they had nontinated the following Members to serve on the Standing 
Committee for the consideration of all Bills relating to Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, ard Manufacture :—Mb. Attorney 
General, Mr. Baid, Lord Balearres, Mr. Baldwin, Mr. Beckett, Mr. Broad- 
hurst, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Burt, Sir Charles Cayzer, Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, Mr. Channing, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Jesse Collings, Sir John 
Colomb, Sir Charles Dalrymple, Mr. Daly, Mr. Doughty, Mr. Duckworth, 
Mr. J. P. Farreli, Sir Robert Penrose-FitzGerald, Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. 
Galloway, Sir Edward Gourley, Sir Reginald Hanson, Mr. Harrington, 
Sir Alfred Hickman, Sir Edward Hill, Sir William Houldsworth, Major 
Jameson, Mr. Jefireys, Sir James Joicey, Mr. Kemp, Sir Thomas Lee, Sir 
Elliott Lees, Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. Walter Long, Colonel Long, Dr. Mac- 
Donnel, Colonel Mellor, Sir Samuel Montagu, Mr. Charlies Morley, Mr. 
Oldroyd, Mr. Parkes, Colonel Pilkington, Mr. Power, Mr. Provand, Sir 
James Rankin, Mr. Renshaw, Sir Thomas Richardson, Mr. Ritchie, Sir 
Albert Rollit, Mr. Round, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Seton-Karr, Mr. Thomas 
Shaw, Mr. T. H. Sidebottom, Sir Barrington Simeon, Mr. Samuel Smith, 
Mr. Strachey, Mr, James Stuart, Mr. Tennant, Mr. Tomlinson, Mr. Tully, 
Mr. George Whiteley, Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Mr. John Wilson 
(Falkirk), Mr. Wolff, and Mr. Samuel Young. Report to lie upon the 
Table ; a ; 


NEW BILLS. 


County Courts—Bill to extend the Jurisdiction of the County Courts, and to 
amend the Acts relating or giving Jurisdiction thereto, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Monk, Sir Henry Fowler, Sir Charles Palmer, Sir 
Alfred Hickman, Mr. Jacoby, and Mr. Cruddas. 


County Courts Bill“ To extend the Jurisdiction of the County Courts, and 
to amend the Acts relat ing or giv ing Jurisdiction thereto,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to he read # second time upon Thursday, 8th March, 


and to be printed. [ Bill 99] eee 


Prspiic HeautH—Bill to amend the Law as to the qualifications and tenure of 
ottice of sanitary inspectors and to make other relative provisions, ordered 
ty» he brought in by Mr. Thornton, Mr. Wiliam Abraham, Sir Henry 
Bemrose, Colonel Chaloner, Mr. Clough, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Atherley 
Jones, Major Raseh, and Mr. Herbert Robertson. 


Public Health Bill. “To amend the Law as to the qualifications and tenure 
of oftice of sanitary inspectors, and to make other relative provisions,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday 
next, and co be printed. [bill 100]... 
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LAND DepicaTion—Bill to facilitate the Dedication of Land to the public 
enjoyment, ordered to be brought in by Sir John Brunner, Mr. Bryce, 
Lord Balcarres, Mr. Thomas Shaw, Mr. Carson, and Mr. Billson. 


Land Dedication Bill —‘* To facilitate the Dedication of Land to the public 


enjoyment,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday, 5th March, and to be printed. [Bill 101] ... 


QUESTIONS. 


SourH ArricAN WArR—GENERAL MACDONALD’s [NJURY—Questions, Mr. Weir 


(Ross and Cromarty) and Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) : ai ee es 


Borer PROCLAMATIONS OF ANNEXATION—Question, Captain Sinclair (Forfar- 


shire); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ss ses 


Durcu DisLoyaury AT SiIMONSTOWN—QQuestion, Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, 
Bodmin) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain i“ si ie m 


REGIMENTAL TitLES—RoyaL Scots GreEYs—Question, Colonel Welby 
(Taunton); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Wyndham, Dover) 


[IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—EQUIPMENT, Pay, Erc.—Questions, Dr. Farquharson 
(Aberdeenshire, W.) and Mr. Yoxall (Nottinghamshire, W.) ; Answers, 
Mr. Wyndham es ee sis a 


MISCONDUCT OF GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS — Questions, Mr. Howell 
(Denbigh Boroughs), Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.), Mr. John 
Burns (Battersea), Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet), Sir John 
Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich), and Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.); Answers, 
The Financial Secretary to the War Oftice (Mr. J. Powell-Williams 
(Birmingham, 5.) 

NAVAL SERVICES—-RE-ENGAGEMENTS—Question, Sir John Colomb (Great 
Yarmouth); Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, 
St. George, Hanover Square) 


\MIEDITERRANEAN FLEET —-CHANNEL SQUADRON—PROMOTIONS——Qnestion, Sir 
John Colomb ; Answer, Mr. Goschen 


DerrrorD = VICTUALLING Yarp LaAboureRs—Question, Capt. Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. Goschen ane os ; si 


Wak OFFICE AND INVENTIONS—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IRisH Horses For THE ARMy—Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham dea ae se aes Svs ms 


ARMY CLOTHING DrEPARTMENT—PROPOSED IRISH BRANCH-—~Question, Mr. 
Hayden (Roscommon, 8.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


VOLUNTEERS—PAY DURING ee Seales Sinclair ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ; Ack se - ; : 
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ARTILLERY IN INDIA—Question, Mr. Rasch (Essex, S.E.); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


PLAGUE AND FAMINE IN INDIA—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


ANGLO-GERMAN AFRICAN BoUNDARY COMMIssSION—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, ’ Guildford) ah 


BRITISH CENTRAL AFRICA—RUBBER TRADE—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 


British CENTRAL AFRICA—NUMBER OF ARMS OF TROOPS—Question, Mr. 
Weir; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


British North BoRNEO—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Far WaAGE CLAUSES IN LOcAL GOVERNMENT ConTR ACTS—Question, Sir 
Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, The Secretary 
of State for the Home Departiient (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancs, Blackpool) 


PupLic EXHIBITIONS of Witb ANIMALS—-Question, Mr. H. D. Greene 
(Shrewsbury) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley 


PuBLic DRINKING WATER—Question, Mr. Cornwallis (Maidstone) ; Answer, 
The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford) ite 


Matstone Local GoOvERNMENT REGISTRARS —Question, Mr. Cornwallis ; 
Answer, Mr. Chaplin ... 


MUNICIPAL ConPoRATIONS AS OVERSEERS —~WoORCESTER CORPORATIONS 
Question, Mr. Allsopp (Worcester) ; Answer, Mr. Chaplin 


Census” INstRUCTIONS—-Question, Mr. Carvell Williams (Nottinghamshire, 
Manstield) ; Answer, Mr. Chaplin 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY—PETERBOROUGH RAILWAY STATION-—Question, 
Mr. Monekton (Northamptonshire, N.); Answer, The President of the 
Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


CARRIAGE OF DoGs oN RAtLWAYS—Question, Mr. H. D. Greene ; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, West 
Derby) 


Foot anp Mout Disease ReEGULATIONS—Question, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, 
Eye): Answer, Mr. Long 


REORGANISATION OF THE EpvcaTION OFrice—Question, Colonel Lockwood 
(Essex, Epping): Answer, The Vice-President and the Committee of 
Council on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION aaa amaaibespiaiaall Col. Lockwood : 
Answer, Sir. J. Gorst ... ie _ 
EDUCATIONAL CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE— Questions, Colonel Lockwood, Sir 
William Anson (Oxford University), aud Lord Hugh Cecil by xreenwich) ; 
Answers, Sir J. Gorst... Pe - ae 
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Cost oF PostaGe Stamps—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) ; 
Answer The Finantial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


SORTING CLERKS EXAMINATIONS—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney); Answer, Mr. Hanbury ke 


Rurat Postmen AND BANK HoLtbAays —Question, Mr. Steadman ; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury ... $i ' 


WEATHER ForECASTs—Question, Mr. Radcliffe Cooke (Hereford) ; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury ... ' = es si is ; 


IRIsH LoCAL GOVERNMENT ReEGISTER—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.); 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) vas re ee 

InisH CoNnGEsTED Districts Boarp—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson mes oe in ne 

IrntisH Local GovERNMENT Act, 1898—RELIEF TO RATEPAYERS—Question, 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 

IrIsH NATIONAL SCHOOLS-—Question, Dr. Ambrose ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 

Creacu Estate, Country Cork—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.): Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson = iy a 

IrisH FIsHERIES— Questions, Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) and Captain Donelan ; 
Answer, The Vice-President of the Department of Agriculture for 
Ireland (Mr. Plunkett, Dublin Co., S$.) 

Irish RAILWAY AMALGAMATION—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answer, Mr. Plunkett ee ae i se 

COWDENBEATH BurGH CoMMISsSIONERS’ ELECTION—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 

SEconDARY Epucation BrLt—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Companies BiLL—Questions, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.), Sir John Brunner, and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
SUPPLY [First ALLorrep DAy]—Considered in Committee. 


| Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


CivIL SERVICES AND REVENUF DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901 (Vor 
on ACCOUNT)— Motion made, and Question proposed, That a sum not 
excecding £16,626,000 be granted to Her Majesty, on account, for or 
towards detraying the charges for the Civil Services and Revenue Depart- 
ments for the year ending on the 31st day of March 1901. 
Questions—Mr. Mckenna (Monmouth, N.) ... 

Mi. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ... 


Answers—-The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, 
St. Augustine ; aes , is mS 
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Subjects of discussion :— 
House of Lords Offices. 
Houses of Parliament Buildings. 
Cromwell Memorial. (Division.) 
Lead Poisoning in the Potteries. 


Waima Incident. 


Fisheries-—Harbours. 
Light Railways Act. 
Labour Statistics. 
Training of Boy Sailors. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) ... 952 
Mr. Gladstone (Leeds, W.) 958 
Mr. Carson (Dublin Uni- 





versity)... .. 960 
Mr. Birrell (Fife shire, V.) 961 
Mr. Gibson how les.. 963 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, 

W.R., Elland) . ; 964 


Question put, 


Original Motion again proposed. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr, McKenna sai wns “OSI 

Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) — 985 

The Seeretary of State for the 
Home Department (Sir M. 

) White Ridley, Lancashire, 

, Blackpool) dey «0 986 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, EB.) 988 

Mr, John Burns (Battersea) 989 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 53 ; 





Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Item Class I., Vote 3 
(Houses of Parliament Buildings), be reduced by £100.”—(J/r. MacA veil.) 


“The Golden Vale ”—Insubordinatioir of Seamen, 
Zanzibar—Line of Steamers from London. 
British Consuls and Commercial A gents. 


Zanzibar—Slavery in the British Protectorate. (Division.) 
Merchant Shipping—Sailors’ Grievances. 


Mercantile Marine Certificates—Instruction in Navigation, &c. 


The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, EB.) ... ie sei 

Mr. T. P. Connor (Liver- 
pool, Scotland) 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, BE.) 

Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrin- 
cham)... 

Mr. Labouchere (Ni or thampton) .. 


Noes, 221. (Division List No. 36) 


Sir Fortescue Flannery (York- 
shire, Shipley) at ha 

Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, 
Northwich)... 

Mr. Havelock Wilson ‘(Middles- 
brough) 

Mr. John 7ilsom (Durham, Mid) 


) Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Item Class 2, Vote 5 
(Foreign Offiee), be reduced by £100, in respect of the salary of the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs.” 








—(Mr. McKenna.) 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Weir( Ross and Cromurty) 993 The Under Secretary of State for 


Mr. J. A. Pease (Northum- ‘oreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, 
berland, T'yneside) 994 Surrey, Guildford)... .. 996 
Sir Albert Teollit (lingo Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower 
S.) Bs 995 Hamlets, Poplar) Ss ss SOT 
Sir John Brunner ... ... 996 Mr. Brodrick... 8 --. 998 
Mr. Havelock Wilson ... 996 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Item Class 2, Vote-5 
(Foreign Office), be reduced by £200.”—(Mr. J. A. Pease.) 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick)... ~ eas Pes s+ 1002 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 52; Noes, 92. (Division List No. 37.) 


Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Havelock Milson Pa sits sia 58 sid sis ... 1003 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. 
House counted, and forty Members being found present, 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Item Class II., Vote 8 
(Board of Trade), be reduced by £100, in respect of the salary of the 
President of the Board of Trade.”—(Mr. Huvelock Wilson.) 





cai gpieh : 
Allert Rollit (Islington, The President of the Board of 
"sy - it ioe 1019 Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 1023 
Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeen- Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ..- 1030 
shire, E.) ae ... 1020 Captain Sinclair (Forfurshire) ... 1031 
Mr. John Burns ( Battersea) 1021 Mr. Ritchie se ... 1034 
Mr, Robson (South Shields) 1022 Mr. Havelock Wilson .... ... 1034 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 121 ; Noes 40. (Division List No. 38.) 
Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 37 ; Noes, 120. (Division List No. 39.) 
Mr. A. J. BALFouR claimed, “That the Original Question be now put.” 
Original Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 120; Noes, 35. (Division List No. 40.) 


It being after midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his report 
to the House. Que stion, Mr. Dalziel samira! ee Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ... - ... 1039 


Resolution to be aan upon Monday next : Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


Sourn AFRICAN WaAr-—NEWS FROM THE FrRoNtT—On the motion for the 
adjournment, Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. A. 
J. Balfour TP a ies ae sida sh, rr hig ... 1040 


House adjourned at half-past Twelve of the clock. 
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LORDS: MONDAY, 26TH FEBRUARY 1900. 


Lorp. DunBoyNE—Report made from the Lord Chancellor that the right of 
Robert St. John Fitz-Walter Butler, Baron of Dunboyne, to vote at the 
elections of Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to the 
satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Par- 
liaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders “applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with —Great Grimsby Street Tramways Tit. a; 
Milford Dock [H.1.]; And the Certificates that the Standing Orders 
applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :- 
Hammond (G. H.) Company ; London United Tramways; Also the 
Certificate that the Standing ‘Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with :—Christchureh, Bourne mouth, and ‘Win- 
ton Tramways; and also the Certificate that the further Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been complied with :— 
Whitechapel and Bow Rh: ae [t L. Is the same where ordered to lie 
on the Table 


Birmingham (King Edward the Sixth) Schools Bill “ L , -Birmingham 
University Bill [1.1.]; Reports of Her Majesty’s Attorney General, 
received, and ordered to lie on the Table ae ie ‘ 


Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill [1...|—Examiner’s Certificate of 
non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing 


Orders Committee on Monday next 


Cowes Pier Bill [1.1]; Glasgow Building Regulations Bill 1 nx); Neath 
Harbour Bill (H.L.]; Rawmarsh Urban District Council (Tramways) Bill 
[u.1.]; South Shields Corporation Bill [u.L.]; Glyncorrwg Urban District 
Council Gas Bill [1.1.] ; Walsall Corporation Bill [11.1.] ; _—— the 
Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection : - 


Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill |1!.1.|; bristol Water Bill [1.1.] ; 
Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway Bill [H.L. |; Dorking Water Bill [.1.] ; 
Liverpool Overhead Railway Bill [11.1..]; Manchester Ship Canal [H.1.| ; 
South Essex Water Bill [H.L.]; Great Central Railway Bill [u.1.]; Cork, 
Bandon, and South Coast Railway Bill [1.L.]; Glasgow and South- 
Western Railway Bill [u.u.]; North British Railway Bill [u.t. }; Midland 
Great Western Railway of Ireland Bill [H.L.]; Read a second time 


Leith Burgh Provisional Order Bill [1. oe of the Day for the 
Second Reading read, and discharged 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND)-—Code of Regulations for Day Schools, 1900. 


TrapE Reprorts (ANNUAL SERIES)—No. 2383, Servia; No. 2384, The 
Somali Coast ; No. 2385, Greece (Thessaly). 
Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


SUPERANNUATION—Treasury Minute, dated 20th February, 1900, declaring 
that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the post of Head 
Master of the Royal College of Art, professional or other peculiar qualifica- 
tions not ordinarily to be acquired in the public service are requisite 
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SEA Fisnertes RecuLation Act, 1888—Order made by the Board of Trade 
under the provisions of the above Act for uniting the Lancashire and 
Western Sea Fisheries Districts ; together with report by inspector on 
inquiry... es Pee 


SupREME Court oF JUDICATURE—Account of the receipts and expenditure of 
the Paymaster-General on behalf of the Supreme Court of Judicature, in 
respect of the funds of suitors of the Court in the year ended 28th 
February, 1899 ; also account of the National Debt Commissioners for the 
same period in respect of funds held by them on behalf of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature ; together with the report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General thereon. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table : 


EMPLOYMENT OF RETIRED SAILORS AND SOLDIERS—Moved to resolve, That, in 
the opinion of this House, measures should be taken to give soldiers, on 
heing drafted into the Reserve, the best chance of obtaining employment 
by providing them, previous to their discharge from the colours, while not 
on active service, with the opportunity of enjoying as large an amount of 
technical instruction as is compatible with the due performance of military 
duties, and that such duties should, as a temporary expedient, be lightened 
by the employment of outside labour in the discharge of fatigue work.— 


(The Lord Monkswell.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Scere tary of State for Lord Monkswell ... 
Var (The Marquess of 
Lansdowne) pi ... 1054 


Motion (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 


Land Charges Bill [4.L.]—Amendments reported (according to order) ; and 
Bill to be read the third time To-morrow oe ae - 


SouTH AFRICAN War—RoYAL GARRISON ARTILLERY-ARMAMENT Pay— 


Pay 


1043 


1043 


1056 


1056 


Question, Viscount Templetown ; Answer, The Marquess of Lansdowne 1057 


TREATMENT OF WOUNDED SOLDIERS FROM THE FRONT—Question, Earl 
Carrington ; Answer, The Marquess of Lansdowne 


House adjourned at Twenty minutes past Five of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 26TH FEBRUARY 1900. 


Mr. SPEAKER'S INDIsPosITION——The House being met, the Clerk at the Table 
informed the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, owing to 
indisposition :—Whereupon Mr. James William Lowther, the Chairman 
of Ways and Means, proceeded to the Table, and after Prayers, took the 
Chair as Deputy Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE BILLs (STANVING ORDER 62 COMPLIED wiTH)- - Mr. Devt TY SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, that, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
namely :—City and South London Railway Bill. Ordered, That the Bill 
be read a second time... ar of ay a 
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Private Binis [Lords] (STANDING OrDERS COMPLIED WITH ; AND SPECIAL 
Report)—Mr. Deputy SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the Bills 
comprised in the list reported by the Chairman of Ways and Means as 
intended to originate in the House of Lords, they have certified that the 
Standing Orders have been complied with in the following cases, namely-. - 
Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tramroads; Hammond (G. H.) 
Company. And thet they have made a Special Report in the following 
case, namely :—Great Grimsby Street Tramways. Ordered, that the 
Special Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standiug Orders... 1059 


* 

PrivATE BILts (PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING ORDERS 
not Compiiep WitH)—Mr. Deputy SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
ease of the Petition for additional Provision in the following Bill, the 
Standing Orders have not been complied with, namely :—West Ham 
Corporation Bill. Ordered, that the Report he referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders om sich ee dis -»« 1058 


Private Bit Petitions (STANDING ORDERS NoT CoMPLIED WITH)—Mr. 
Deputy SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the Petition for the 
following Bill, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, 
namely :—Christchurch, Bournemouth, and Winton Tramways Bill-- 
Ordered, that the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders ... she By sig “ie as ati ae ue ... 1060 


Belfast and County Down Railway Bill—Cheshire Lines Committee Bill ; 
Great Northern Railway Bill; Lancashire, Derbyshire and East Coast 
Railway Bill; Maidenhead Gas Bill; Mid Kent Water Bill; Vale of 
Rheidol Light Railway Bill; Read a second time, and committed ... 1060 

Lonpon County CouNnciL (GENERAL Powers) BiLt (By OrpER)-—Order for 
Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill he now read a 
second time. 
Amendment proposed— 
“ To leave out all the words after the word ‘That,’ in order to insert : 
‘That this House is of opinion that it is undesirable to sanction a Bill to enable 
a London vestry to build upon allotment gardens, which serve the purposes of an 
open space in a densely populated distriet.””—(Su PF. Dixvon-Hartland.) 
(Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Mr. Thornton (Clapham) .-» 1068 
Northwich) ae ... 1064 Col. Hughes (Woolwich) ... 1069 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 1065 
Question put, and agreed to.» 
Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill read a second time and committed. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it be an Instruction to the 


Committee on the London County Council (General Powers) Bill to 
leave out Part 7 of the Bill as opposed to the principle of open spaces,” 


(Juestion put, and negatived. 
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County of London and Brush Provincial Electric Lighting Bill {hy 


Order }|—Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 

Amendment proposed 


* To leave out the word ‘ now, and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
DISCUSSION :— 


Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, 


S.) sie poi ... 1072 N.E.)... wale ae we» LOG 
Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth) 1073 Mr. Boulnois (Maryle bone, BE.) 20. VO7T6 
Mr. John Burns... ws» 1074 Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Fain 


Mr. Marks (Tower [Tuiniets, lets, Poplar) ose eee ..- 1078 


NT, Georde’s) ise .. 107d 
The Honse divided :—Ayes, 105 ; Noes, 147. (Division List No. 41.) 
Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 
Second Reading put off for six months. 


CHRISTCHURCH, BOURNEMOUTH, AND WINTON TRAMWAYS—Petition for Bill ; 
referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders ns ve .. 1079 


Lonpon UNITED TRAMWAYS—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by General Goldsworthy and Mr. J. Samuel 7a Ss ne ... 1080 


PETITIONS. 


Companies Bill—Petition from Bolton (Lancashire) for alteration ; to lie 


upon the Table 1080 


Local Authorities’ Officers’ Superannuation Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Millom (two) ; and Workington ; to lie upon the Table ae ... 108] 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—Petitions in favour ; from Lochore ; Holbrook ; 
Staveley ; Hightown Liversedge; Tibshelf ; Blackwell; Lye; Cradley 
Park ; White Heath ; Hanley Deep Pit ; Hanley (three) ; Longton (two) ; 
Berry Hill; Sandford Hill; Fenton; Sneyd; Grange; Race Court Pit ; 
Point of Ayr; Cannock Chase (five); Altham ; Marlpool ; Alva; Swan- 
wick; Alfreton; Birchwood; B. Winning; Old Coppice; Leacroft ; 
Conduit (two); Wimblebury ; Woodthorpe ; Waverley ; Cannock and 
Rugeley Nunnery; Alloa; Devon; Tillicoultry ; and Clackmannan 
Collieries ; to lie upon the Table... sits er oe et ... 108] 


Poor LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1845—Petition from Lismore and 
Appin, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table see m3 sas LOGI 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, trom 
Cornsay Colly ; Landport ; and Haslingden ; to lie upon the Table ... 1081 


SoutH ArricAN Wanr—Petition from Bristol, for cessation of hostilities ; 
to lie upon the Table .. ve ee “ae — eM a5 sas, 1081 
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Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill- Pe tition from Yorkshire Women’s 
Christian Temperance Union, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ms 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour ; from Bathgate ; and 
Froine ; to lie upon the Table * ~ my as ‘i 


RETURNS, REPORTS, &e. 


MANUSCRIPTS OF THE House or Lorps, VoLuME I. (NEW Sertes).—Paper 
{communicated 23rd February] to be printed. [No. 72] ne 


SuPREME Court or JupIcCATURE—Account presented,—of Receipts and 
Expenditure of the Paymaster General on behalf of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature in respect of the Funds of Suitors of the Court in the year 
ended 28th February, 1899, and of Account of the National Debt Com- 
missioners for the same period in respect of Funds held by them on behalf 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature, with the Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 73] “2 


SUPERANNUATIONS—Copy presented,— of Treasury Minute,dated 20th February, 
1900, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties 
of the post of Headmaster of the Royal College of Art, professional or 
other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in the Public 
Service are requisite [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


SEA FisHertes ReGuLation Act, 1888—Copy presented,—of Order made by 
the Board ef Trade under the provisions of the said Act, for uniting the 
Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries Districts, together with Report by 
Inspector on Inquiry [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented, —of Diplomatic and 
Consular reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2383 to 2385 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table " wh —” 


Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House—Inquiry 
into Charities (Administrative County of Durham)—Return relative 
thereto [ordered 14th February; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. 


[No. 74] 


ForREIGN TRADE AND CoMMERCE—Copy ordered,—‘“of Monthly Accounts 
relating to the Trade and Commerce of certain foreign countries and 
British Possessions, No. I.”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 75] 
QUESTIONS. 
SoutH AFRICAN WAR—NEWS FROM THE FRONT — Questions, Mr. Gibson 


Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) sa sa yee me ‘ 





RoyaL Patriotic FUND COMMITTEE s, Capt. Norton (Newington, 
W.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour : sh ais wi : 

ToraL CasvuaALtizs To Datre—Question, Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell- 

Williams, Birmingham, S.) RC se ne 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS 
SUPPLY—Navy Estimates—Order for Committee read. 
Motion made and Question proposed, “That Mr. Deputy Speaker do 
now leave the Chair.” 
DISCUSSION : — 
The First Lord of the Admiral Field ait East- 
Admiralty (Mr, Goschen, bourne) . 1152 
St. George, — Hanover « Mr. Kearley (Devonport) .» 1159 
Square) . 1111 Commander Young (Berkshire, 
Sir U. Kay- Shuttleworth Wokinaham) .. 1161 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe) ... 1132 Sir Charles Dilke (Glowestrshire 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Forest of Dean) . 1162 
Regis) ... 1138 Mr, Goschen ... 1168 
Mr. Allan (Gateshend) .-» 1146 Capiain Sinclair . 1177 


Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 


: SUPPLY [22nd Fepruary]. 
. Resolutions reported. 


ivi SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES), 
1899-1900. 


Crass I.—1. “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £20,000, be granted 
to Her Majesty, to defray the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the 
expenses of Post Office and Post Office Telegraph Buildings, Great 
Britain.” 


2. “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £40,000, be granted 
to Her Majesty, to defray the charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3ist day of March, 1900, in respect of 
ys public buildings i in Great Britain, not prov ided for on other Votes.” 


“That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £12,000, be granted to 
Her Majesty, to defray the charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for rates and 
contributions in lieu of ‘yates, ete., in respect of Government property.” 


€xass I].—4. “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £4,150, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for 
the salaries and expenses of the Department of Her Majesty’s Secretary of 
State for the Colonies.” 


“That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £300, be granted to 
Her Majesty, to defray the charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1900, for the salaries 
and expenses of the Department of Her Majesty’s Most Honourable Privy 
Council.” 


6. “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £20,000, be granted to 
Her Majesty to detray the charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for stationery, 
printing, paper, binding, and printed books for the public service.’ 


f2 














Ixxxiv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


ebruary 26. | Page 
7. “That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £5, be granted to Hei 
Majesty to defray the charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the salaries 
and expenses of the General Valuation and Boundary Survey of Treland.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 
Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


LORDS: TUESDAY, 271TH FEBRUARY, 1900. 


PRIVATE LILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the further Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with—Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Rallway [H.L.]; Dearne Valley Railway [1.1.]. The same were 


ordered to lie on the Table 1181 
STANDING OrnDERS CoMMITTEE—Report from, that the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Bill, 
ought to be dispensed with, provided that the powers to construct Tram- 
ways No. 1, 2, and 3 be struck out of the Bill. 
That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Shannon 
Water and Electric Power Bill ought to be dispensed with, provided that 
a proviso be added to Clause 37 that no generating stations shall be 
erected upon the lands comprised in that clause, or upon any other lands 
than those specified in the Bill for that purpose. 
That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Devon- 
port Corporation Bill ought to be dispensed with, provided that the 
powers to construct Tramways Nos. 4 and 44 be struck out of the Bill. 
That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the South- 
astern Metropolitan Tramways Bill ought to be dispensed with, provided 
that the powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and & be 
struck out of the Bill, Read, and agreed to 5 : 1181 
Commercial Union Assurance Company Bill [H.1.}: Governments Stock 
and other Securities Investment Company Bill [1.1.]; Universal Life 
Assurance Society Bill [.1.]; Committed ... By sa -- 1182 


Gwyrfai Rural District Council Water Bill {1.1.] ; Workington Railways 
and Doeks Bill [11.1.]; Cleethorpes Gas Bill oa ; Fishguard Water and 
Gas Bill [u.L.] ; Kingston-upon-Thames Gas bill [H...] ; London, Brighton, 
and South Coast Railway Bill [H.L.] ; London Sea Water Supply Bill {#.1.] ; 
Margate Pier and Harbour Bill [.L.]; Exmouth Urban District Water 
Bill [.1.]; Committed : The Committees to be proposed by the Commit- 
tee of Selection as Bes si mae a ee ar ... 1182 


Milford Docks Bill [1.1..|; Caledonian Railway Bill [1.1.]: Dearne Valley 


Railway Bill [H.L.|—Read the second time ... 1182 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 
Army (EstimaTes)— Memorandum of the Secretary of State relative to the 
Army Estimates of 1900-1901 yet we oe re 4s es 2482 
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EpucaTioN DerartMENtT—1l. Code of Regulations for Day Schools ; with 
schedules and appendices by the Committee of the Privy Council on Edu- 
eation. 2. Revised instructions issued to Her Majesty's Inspectors, and 
applicable to the Code of 1900. Presented [hy Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table ” he me ts : 


SUPERANNUATION—Treasury Minute, dated 21st February, 1900, declaring 
that William Andrews, formerly hall porter under the Lunacy Com- 
missioners, was appointed without a civil service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the head of his department : Laid before the 
House [pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Land Charges Bill [u.u.]. Read the third time [according to Order], and 
passed, and sent to the Commons ian $55 i ae ; 


SoutH AFRicAN WAR—NEWs FROM THE FRONT—SURRENDER OF GENERAL 
CRONJE AND His Forck aT PAARDEBERG—The Secretary of State for 
War (The Marquess of Lansdowne) ... 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. 


COMMONS: TUESDAY, 277tH FEBRUARY, 1900. 


Mr. SPEAKER'S INDISPOSITION—The House being met, the Clerk at the Table 
informed the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing to 
the continuance of his indisposition :—-Whereupon Mr. James William 
Lowther, the Chairman of Ways and Means, proceeded to the Table, and 
after Prayers took the Chair as Deputy Speaker, pursuant to the Standing 


Order 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE Bits (STANDING OrnDER 62 ComPpLigp WitH)—Mr. Deputy SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, that, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, namely :— 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill ; Jarrow and Hebburn 
Electricity Supply Bill; South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill ; 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 CoMPLIED WitH)—Mr. Deputy SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
private bills, that, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, namely :— 
British Gas Light Company (Staffordshire Potteries) Bill ; Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne Electric Supply Bill ; Wellingborough and District Tramroads Bill ; 
Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time 


Devonport Corporation Biil—St. David's Railway (Additional Powers) 
Bill ; Coventry Corporation Bill [by Order]; Southport Corporation Bill 
[by Order]; West Bromwich Corporation Pill {by Order].—Read a second 
time, and committed . sie “4 
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Gas Light and Coke Company Bill [by Order]—Order for Second 


Reading read, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time,” 


Amendment proposed— 
‘*To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day six months.’”—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 
Question proposed—“ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .... 1189 Sir Blundell Maple (Camberwell, 
Mr. Boulnois (Marylebone, E.) 1191 Dulwich)... vr ma 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) aly 
Peckham) ae --. 1192 Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Scotland)... -_ ae 
Hamlets, Poplar) cs 22S 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 184 ; Noes, 106. (Division List No. 42.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. | 


Bill read a second time and committed. 


Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways Bill [hy Order]—Order 


for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Lough (Islington, IV.) 


Bill read a second time and committed. 


London United Tramways Bill—“ For conferring further powers on the 


London United Tramways, Limited; for constructing tramways and 
widening and altering roads in the county of Middlesex ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


STanDING OrDERS—Resolutions reported from the Committee :—1. “That, in 


the case of the Dublin Electric Lighting Petition, the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 


2. “That, in the case of the Aberdeen Corporation Tramways Petition, 
the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that the powers to construct 
Tramway No. 6 are struck out of the Bill:—That the Committee on the 
Bill do report how far such Order has been complied with.” 


3. “That, in the case of the Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light Railway 
Petition, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill, on condition that the words 
in Clause 21 of the Bill ‘or the Urban Council may, if they so think fit, 
nclude the amount to be raised by such rate in the sums to be raised by 
means of the Newry Town Rate, and such amount shall accordingly be 
raised as part of the Newry Town Rate, and in such case any statutory 
or other limit of the Newry Town Rate shall not apply in respect of the 
amount so to be raised’ shall be struck out of the Bill :—-That the Com- 
mittee on the Bill do report how far such Order has been complied with.” 
Resolutions agreed to... isi ove - si si 
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PETITIONS. 


GOVERNMENT ProperTy (EXEMPTION FROM RaTES)—Petitions for alteration 
of Law, from Greenwich ; and Fulham ; to lie upon the Table 


Local Authorities’ Officers Superannuation Bill—Pctitions in favour, from 
Buntingford ; Ashton-in-Makerfield ; and Middlesbrough; to lie upon 
the Table ; eo! ote wa ie pas ia ‘ 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill— Petitions in favour, from Hartshead ; Norton 
Hill; Old Mills; Scholes; Park Lane; Golborne ; Garswood ; Broad 
Oak ; New Moss ; Hednesford ; West Cannock (five); East Cannock 
(two) ; Abram; Towneley ; Reedley ; Clifton; Rowley ; Habergham ; 
Bee Hole; Hapton Valley ; Ludlow’s Pit; Foxcote Pit; Writhlington 
Pit; Braysdown Pit; Skelmersdale; Leigh; Plank Lane; Bowers ; 
Glasshoughton ; Ackton Hall; Kippax ; Featherstone ; Snydale ; Nostell ; 
Oakwell; Victoria Rumworth ; Pentrich ; Carlin How ; Lingdale ; 
Morton ; Staughow ; Upleatham ; Bedworth ; “Hucknall T orkard ; Dudle By ; 
Rishton ; Quarry Bank ; Haunchwood ; Grassmoor (two) ; Home Rule 
Lodge ; ‘Clay Cross (four) ; The Avenue ; Langwith ; Hardwick ; Shire- 
brook ; Sheepbridge ; Old Hill; Ravenhead; Rowley Regis ; Eccleston 
Hall ; Bold ; Chaloner; Berry Hill; Fenton (two); Halmer End; Mow 
Cop ; Buttlane Talke ; Norton Green ; Treeton ; Greasborough ; Bredbury ; 
Kilburn ; Ripley; Spa Wood; Brotton; Skelton Park; Swanwick ; 
Bumble Hole ; and Atherstone Collieries ; to lie upon the Table ... 


RATING OF WooDLANDS—Petition from Whitchurch, for alteration of Law ; to 
lie upon the Table... si sek ‘5 - , 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill— Petitions in favour, from 
East Nottingham ; Sawbridgworth ; Tattingstone ; Old Basford ; Not’ ing- 
ham ; and Hallingh ury ; to lie upon the Table ie 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, fiom 
Northwich ; Yeovil; Prescot ; and Coln ; to lie upon the Table ... 


SoutH AFRICAN WAr—Petition from Bedminster, for declaration of the terms 
of settlement acceptable to Great Britain ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) esa -Petition from Blaenavon, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ; ine 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Buckie; and 
Stirling ; to lie upon the Table ro : ie 


RETURNS, REPORTS, éc. 


SEA FisHertes Recutation Act, 1888—Paper [presented 26th February] 
to be printed. [No. 76} a er as aa as 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (CoDE 1900)—Copy presented,—of Code of Regula- 
tions for Day Schools, with Schedules and Appendices, by the Lords of 
the Committee of the Privy Council on Education [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table Se ou 


Epucation DEPARTMENT—Copy presented,—-of Revised Instructions issued to 
Her Majesty’s Inspectors and —* to the Code of 1900 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table , ie ‘i oxi 
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NarienaL Reserve or BReEapsturrs.-Question, Mr. Seton-Karr (Lancashire, 
nt Sidean) ; Answer, Mr, A. J. Baitour |... ia oe es sae. LUO 
Tue Srcurn DrvistoN —Question, Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland, Egremont) ; 
Avswer, Mr. Wyndham Bip _ m cs iss ae ... 1205 
Womens AND CHILDREN iN Besigeurp TowNs—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas 
(Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham a i se ... 1205 
Parcers vor Troops AT THE FronT—Question, Mr. Bartley rani N.); 
Seaswer, Mr. Wyndham - Be 5% ee , a ... 1206 
Kine’s County Mititis — Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham... sae tun me _ ee <a se ... 1206 


Miurrany EQquipmMent—HetLMets — Question, Major Rasch (Essex, 8.E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham _ he es re UF. ee ... 1206 
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REGIMENTAL TITLES —Question, Colonel Wilby (Taunton); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ; Se 


VOLUNTEER MOUNTED INFANTRY EXPENSES Question, Mr. Yerburgh 
(Chester) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... fe nr pe a! 


Civit SuRGEONS ATTACHED TO THE ARMY—-Question, Sir Walter Foster 
(Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... MS z ; 


RESERVE SQUADRONS —Question, Major Rasch ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


MILITIA: ARTILLERY eg ROR ae Sir Cuthbert Quilter (Suffolk, 
Sudbury); Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. ts ie os aa ss 


MAINTENANCE OF SOLDIERS’ MOTHERS—Question, Mr, Galloway (Manchester, 
S.W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 3 ee 


First Batratton Kina’s Own Royat LANCASTER REGIMENT—(Juestion, 
General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CHANNEL ISLANDS MILITIA—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Wyndham adi wer ae 


GRANTS FoR RirLeE RaANGES—Question, Sir Harry Bullard (Norwich) ; Answer, 
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Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) 


WeEtsH CoaL—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas ; Answer, The Secretary to the 
Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim) . ‘ ss m 


Navy Lrvoteum Contracts—Question, Mr. Dalziel, Kirkcaldy) ; Answer, 
Mr. Macartney = tex aM oo ays a iad — 


MALTESE Law Courts—USE OF THE ENGLISH LANGUAGES—Questions, Mr 


Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 


Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford.)... 
Russian LOAN tO PERstA—Question, Mr. Hedderwick (Wicks Burghs) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick... : ‘li ee - 
FOREIGN TRAWLERS IN THE Moray Finru—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick sie 
MAURITIUS—EMPLOYMENT OF AFRICAN NATIVE Troops — Question, Mr. 
Weir; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
SAMOA—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
Conco Free StrareE— TRIBUTE Exrortep By MURDER — Question, Mr. 
Channing (Northamptonshire, E.): Answer, Mr. Brodrick... . ee 


Foot AND Mourn DisEaAs—E ReGuLATIONS—Question, Mr. Soames (Norfolk, 
S.); Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Long, 
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PATENT Laws—DEPARTMENTAL CoMMITTEE—Question, Mr. Cawley (Lanca- 
shire, Prestwich) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. 


Ritchie, Croydon) 


A. B, SEAMEN—PROOF OF QUALIFICATION—Question, Mr. Havelock Wilson 
. 1217 


RELIGIOUS MINISTRATION IN WoRKHOUSES-—Questions, Mr. Talbot (Oxford 
University) and Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) ; Answers, The President of 


(Middlesbrough) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


the Local Government Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 


TRANSMISSION OF PrESS MrEssAGES—Question, 


Sir J. Leng (Dundee) ; 


Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


EASTERN TELEGRAPH CoMPANY—SuBsiDIES—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon 
. 1219 


(Hythe) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Loncrorp PosrmEn’s Dutres—Question, Mr. J 


Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


TULLYHOGUE PosTaL ARRANGEMENTS—Question, 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Evictions 1x West CAvAN—Question, Mr. J 


. P. Farrell (Cavan, W.) ; 


Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.) ; 


. P. Farrell; Answer, The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ... 


DUNGANNON Scuoor Estate RENTS- Question, Mr. Doogan ; Answer, Mr. 


Atkinson 


Trish Poor Law Grants—Question, Mr. McCartan (Down, 8.) ; Answer, 


Mr. Atkinson ... 


Murper or Mr. Birp ar BaNTRY— Question, Mr. 


8.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... 


William Johnston (Belfast, 


JOUNTY Loncrorp LAND APPEALS—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, 


Mr. Atkinson ... 


BALTINGLASS District CounctiL—LABOURERS’ 


CorTaGEs—Question, Mr. 


James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CoNTEMPT-—-CASE OF Patrick KAVANAGH—Questions, Mr. 


James O'Connor and Mr. John Redmond ( 
Atkinson and Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Court oF AppEAL-—STATE OF Bustness—Question, Sir R. T. Reid (Dumfries) ; 


Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. 


Deer Forest Revurns—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Business OF THE Hovuske—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ; Answer, 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 


PUBLIC BUSINESS 


Siirincs or THE House (ASH WEDNESDAY)—Motion made and Question 
proposed, “That this House do meet To-morrow at Two of the clock.’”— 


(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Mr Carvell Williams (Nottinghamshire, Munsfield) 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 223 ; Noes, 109. 


(Division List No. 43.) 
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NEW BILLS 


Waces Boarps—Bill to provide for the establishment of Wages Boards, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. John “Bur ns, Mr. 
M‘Kenna, Mr. Tennant, and Mr. Trevelyan. 


Wages Boards Bill—< To provide for the establishment of Wages Boards,” 


presented, and read the first time ; 
Thursday, 5th April, and to be printed. 


to be read a second time upon 


[Bill 102] 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (MARINERS VoreEs)—Bill to enable officers and 
seamen of the Royal Navy and Mercantile Marine and fishermen to record 
their Votes when by reason of their calling they will be at sea on the day 
of the poll, ordered to be brought in by Sir Cameron Gull, Sir Elliott Lees, 
Sir Thee Richardson, Sir John Colomb, Captain Phillpotts, and Mr. 


Joseph A. Pease. 


Parliamentary Elections (Mariners’ Votes) Bill—To enable officers and 
seamen of the Royal Navy and Mercantile Marine and fishermen to record 
their Votes when by reason of their calling they will be at sea on the day 
of the poll,” qresented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 


upon Wednesday, 4th April, and to be printed. [Bill 103] 


Suppty CommitrEr (NAvy EstIMATEs) 





Order read, for resuming Adjourned 


Debate on Question [26th February], “ That Mr. De »puty § Speaker do now 


leave the Chair.” 
Question again proposed. 


DEBATE resumed :— 


Sir John Colomb (Great Yar- 


mouth ) 


Mr. Stuart WV ‘ortley (Shef- 


Jfield, Hallum). 


Sir For fescue Flannery (J “ork- 


shire, Shipley) 


Mr. Edm und Robertson 


(Dundee) 


Mr. Penn (Lewisham) ... 
Sir John Baker (Portsmouth) 
Capt. Phillpotts (Devon, Torquay) 
Mr. Havelock IVilson (Middles- 
brough) sts eis bs 
Colonel = Denny — (Kilinarnoel: 
Burghs) wes 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present 


(Mr, William Redmond, Clare, F.). 


being found present, 


Mr. Duckworth (Lancashire, 


Middleton) ... 


Mr. William Sidebottom 
(Derbyshire, High Peak) 
Mr. Dalziel Kirkcaldy Burgh. s) 1 
Sir Samuel Hoare (Norwich) 
Redmond 


Mr. ‘Wiiliam 
(Clare, E.) 


Question put, and agreed to, 
SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 
Navy Estimates, 1900-1901.— 


be reported. 


House counted, and forty Members 


Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) 

Sir Walter Foster (Derbys shire, 
Ilkeston) ‘ 

Mr. Arnold Foster (Belfast, W.) 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty)... 

The Secretary to the Admiralty 
(Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) 


114,880 men and boys. Resolution to 
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™ Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,527,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the Expenses of 
i.. Wages, etc. to Officers, Seamen, and Boys, Coastguard, and Royal 


- Marines, which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1901.” 
Sir John Colomh ... oF pon oak 5s bss bt .-. 1297 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Chairman do report 
» ” 
rogress 

Tess, 


The First Lord of the Ad- Mr. Kearley (Devonport) <2 keeo 
maralty (Mr. Goschen, St. 
Greorge’s Hanover Sy.) ... 1298 


(Question put, and agreed to, 
Kesolution to be reported To-morrow ; Committee also report Progress ; 


to sit again To-morrow. 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) (No. 2) Bill—Order read, for resumed! 
Adjourned Debate [13th February], “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 

Question again proposed. 


Debate resumed. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That this House do now adjourn.”-— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, Mr, Maleolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 1299 
ee 


Question put. 
The House divided : Ayes, 97 : Noes, 63. (Division List No. 44.) 


Adjourned at ten minutes before Twelve o'clock. 





COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 28TH FEBRUARY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill —- Read a second time, and 


committed i ee 1301 
Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light Railway Bill—Report (27th February | 

from the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to be 

brought in by Mr. John Redmond, Colonel Saunderson, Mr. T. M. Healy, 

Mr. Archdale, and Mr. Carvill. _ es ie kas pe ... 180] 
Aberdeen Corporation Tramways Bill—Report [27th February] from the 

Select Committee on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to be brought in 

by Mr. Bryce and Mr. Pirie ... on she ps Bas re .. 1301 
Dublin Electric Lighting Bill——Report [27th February] from the Select 

Committee on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to be brought in by 

Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr, William Moore 1301 
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PETITIONS. 
Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—Petition of the Disestablish- 
ment Council of Scotland against, to lie upon the Table... oe ... 1308 


Local Authorities’ Officers’ Superannuation Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Cosford ; Nottingham ; and Shanklin ; to lie upon the Table ... 1301 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—-Petition of the Mining Association of Great 
Britain, against, to lie upon the Table. Petitions in favour, from Darton ; 
Jordan ; W ombell Main ; W oolley ; Dewsbury Moor ; Chickenley Heath ; 
Ravensthorpe ; Soothill Wood; Bridgwater ; Babbington : Audley ; 
Kidsgrove ; Chesterton ; Talk o ’ th’ Hill; “Clunway ; Brownhills: Knutton ; 
Tunstall; Bunker's Hill; Golden Hill; Harriseahead ; Alsagers Bank ; 
3ucknall ; Birchenwood (two); Pittshill; Brown Edge; Killamarsh ; 
Staveley; West Kiveton; Dunston; Bolsover; Beighton; Whitwell ; 
Coppice; Lassodie; Farrington; Springfield; Greyfield: Timsbury ; 
Clandown ; Chorley ; Huish ; Camerton ; Kilmersdon : Tyning: Brereton 
Coppice; New Oaks; B eeston Manor; Thornhill; New Hucknall: Netherton; 
Lochgelly ; East Ardsley ; Gawthorpe; Bruntcliffe; Wheldale: Ponte- 
fract ; Cartwright ; Rawdon ; Tonge ; Bond’s Main ; Carhouse ; Outfield ; 
Dearham ; Camerton ; Robin Hood ; Bullgill ; Seaton Moor; \W harncliffe : 
Woodmoor; Cannock and Rugeley : Brereton Hayes: Middlestown ; 
Netherseal ; Reservoir; Ellistown ; Ibstock; Nailstone: and Bagworth 
Colleries ; to lie upon the Table —... as ue be me <« SE 


Parliamentary Franchise (Extension to Women) Bill —Vetition from 
Cheddar, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... ' ss = ... 1302 


Poor Law AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1845 —Petition from Dalziel, for 
alteration of Law ; tolie upon the Table... La is Bs io Looe 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill —Petition from Market Har- 
borough, in favour; to lie upon the Table ... ; = se ww LOOZ 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Leamington Spa; and Prescot ; to lie upon the Table —... ; ... 1302 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petition from Newport (Salop), 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table eg sats — die aud ... 1302 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Dollar; Kirkin- 
tilloch ; and Salteoats ; to lie upon the Table ae te ty ... 1302 


VacctnaATION Acts —Petition from Cardiff, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 
the Table “ud oe hs ‘iis os _ ss sin ... 1302 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Navy (DockyarD EXPENSE AccouNTs 1898-9)—Annual Accounts presented, 
for 1898-9 of Shipping and Dockyard transactions, Xec., with Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor (Jeneral thereon [by Act} : to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [{No. 77]... _ sh v5 ne ... 1303 


EpvucaTIoN DepaARTMENT—Copy presented,—of Minute of the Committee of 
Council on Education, dated 26th February, 1900, providing for Grants on 
Account of the Education of Defective and Epileptic Children, and 
prescribing Conditions to be fulfilled by Certitied Schools for such 
Children [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... ae a .. 1308 
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EveninG ConTINUATION ScHOOLS—Return presented,—relative thereto[ordered 
8th February ; Mr. Hobhouse} ; to lie upon the Table si as .» 1303 


Przrs AND HARBOURS (PROVISIONAL ORDERS)—Copy presented,—of Report by 
the Board of Trade of their Proceedings under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, and the General Pier and Harbour Act (1861) 
Amendment Act (by nae to lie hacia the em and to be ‘nee 
[No. 78] ... we .. 1303 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed—‘“ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day six months.’”—(Siv James Joicey.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mr. Burt (Morpeth) —... . 1333 
Mid) .. ; ... 1318 Mr. Woods (Essex, It ‘althamstow) 1336 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, 
shire, Forest of Dean) ... 1324 Newton) _ rs ... 1340 
Sir Al fred Hickman (Wolver- 
hainpton, WV.) »». 1329 


Motion made :—That the Question be now put (Afr. Herbert Roberts.) 
The House divided :—Ayes, 257; Noes, 118. (Division List No. 45.) 


Question put accordingly, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the 
Question.’ 


The House divided :—Ayes, 175; Noes, 199. (Division List No. 46.) 
Words added. Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. 


NEW BILLS. 


ScHoot Boarp Evections (LonpoN)—Bill to alter the divisions of London 
for election of the School Board, and thereby abolish the Cumulative Vote, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Flower, Mr. James Bailey, Mr. John 
Burns, Mr. Marks, Mr. Pickersgill, Mr. Harry Samuel, Sir Blundell Maple, 
and Mr. W. F. D. Smith. 


School Board Elections (London) Bill—* To alter the divisions of London 
for the election of the School Board, and thereby abolish the Cumulative 
Vote,” presented, and read the first time : to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 104]... os _ ..» 1347 


FirE Bricapes—Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire 
and report as to the existing arrangements for the provision of Fire 
Brigades (including both staff and appliances) in England and Wales 
excepting the Metropolitan Fire Brigade ; the adequacy of such arrange- 
ments for the due protection of life and property from destruction or 
injury from fire, and the Amendments, if any, which are necessary or 
desirable in the law on the subject. 
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Committee accordingly nominated of, Colonel Bowles, Mr. Cameron, 
Mr. Jesse Collings, Mr. Duncombe, Sir George Fardell, Mr. Thomas 
Joseph Farrell, Mr. Heath, Mr. Howell, Mr. William Jones, Mr. Malcolm, 
Mr. Palmer, Mr. Pym, Mr. Harold Reckett, Mr. Richardson, and Major 
Wyndham- Quinn. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for i aaeiniiie eit 
and records ‘ a ‘ 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum.—(Sir William Walrond). 


PusLic Petitions CoMMITTEE--First Report — up, and read; to lie 
upon the Table and to be printed . “ 


Adjourned at Three minutes before Six of the Clock. 


LORDS, THURSDAY ist MARCH, 1900. 


Sat First—The Lord Lualow sat first in Parliament after the death of 
his father 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Southern and Western Railway Bill 7 ]; Imschenetzky’s 
Uralite Patent Bill (H.L.]|—Committed ie a ee 


Westgate and Birchington Water Bill [H.L.]; Exmouth and District 
Water Bill [1.1.]—Committed : The Committees to be alssguael by the 
Committee of Selection mF ‘ts 


London Hydraulic Power Company Bill [H.L.]; North Eastern Railway 
3ill [4..]; North-Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill {u.1.] ; Taff Vale 
tailway Bill [n.L.]; Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours 
sil [a]: R hymney Railway Bill (u.1.]; Great Southern and Western 

and Waterford and Central Ireland Railway Companies Amalgamation 
Bill [11.1.]; Great Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and 
Western Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [H,L. = Committed : 
The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EpucATION DEPARTMENT (DEFECTIVE AND EpmiLeptTic CHILDREN)—Minute of 
the Committee of Council on Education, dated 26th February, 1900, 
providing for grants on account of the education of defective and epileptic 
children, Pand prescribing conditions to be fulfilled by certified schools for 
such children av : 


QueEN ANNE'S Bounty—Annual Reports and Accounts of the Governors, for 
the year ended 31st December, 1899 ; ve ‘ 


Ratbway anp CaNaL Trarric Acts, 1854-1894—Eleventh Annual Report 
of the Railway and Canal Commission ; with appendix ‘ss ; 


Irish LAND COMMISSION aie IAL RENTS)—Return for the month of July, 
1599 ... BAC eds a wa ee ne ce Itc we 
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EccLesiAsTIcAL CoMMIssSION —Fifty-second Report of the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners for England ; with an appenilix ... Ss <i - os LOOO 


TrapeE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES)—No. 522, Russian Railways. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ike .-» 1350 
PHARMACY (IRELAND) Acts, 1875 aND 1899—Order in Council, dated 21st 
February, 1900, approving of a regulation made by the Pharmaceutical 


Society ... 1350 

Piers AND Harspour Acts (PROVISIONAL ORDERS, SESSION 1900)—Report 
by the Board of Trade of their proceedings under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, and the General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, 
Amendment Act. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table a ta e “ 1356 

University oF Lonpon Act, 1898 —-Regulations made for the University 
of London by the Commissioners under the Act; laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 15.) ... 1350 
NEW BILL. 

Public Libraries Bill [1.1.|-- A Bill to amend the Acts relating to public 
libraries, museums, and gymnasiums, and to regulate the liability of 
managers of libraries to proceedings for libel—Was presented by the 
Lord Windsor ; read first time ; and to be printed. (No. 16.) ... ... 1350 

Lunacy Bill [.L.]—Committee : House in Committee (according to Order). 

Clause | agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
Amendment moved— 

“On page 1, after line 22, to insert as a new subsection, ‘(2) The 
judicial authority shall, in his report to the Commissioners, state definitely 
whether in his opinion the detention of the patient is or is not proper.’ ”— 

(The Lord Chancellor.) 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) bis es ba ... 135] 
On Question, agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 3 to 10 agreed to. 
Clause 11 :- 
Amendment moved— 

“To insert as a new clause. “Section one hundred and sixty-nine of the 
principal Act shall be extended so as to permit a local authority to appoint 
not more than one-third of the visiting committee from persons not members 
of the local authority.” °—( Lord Norton,) 

The Farl of fHalshary ove ose eee cee oe see eee 1351 
: Amendment agreed to. 
Clauses 11 and 12 agreed to. 
fl Clause 13 :— 
i Lord Ritblesdule ao so AOL The Earl of TLalshury aie sam 1351 
i 
i : 
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Clauses 13 to 18 agreed to. 
Clause 19 :— 


Amendment moved— 
“ To leave out Clause 19.”—(Lord Ribblesdale.) 
The Earl of Halshury — ... 7 sos wwe Mi are --- 1352 


Amendment (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 
Clause 19 agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

* After Clause 19, to insert the following clause :—‘ The power of two or 
more local authorities to agree to unite in providing and maintaining a district 
asylum shall be construed as including a power to agree to unite in providing 
and maintaining a laboratory for pathological research in connection with 
lunacy.”—(Zhe Lord Chancellor.) 


The Earl of Halsbury —... eee vols we “8 ee we 1353 
New Clause agreed to, 
Clause 20 agreed to. 


Clause 21 :— 
Amendment moved— 
“Tn line 35, after ‘ widow or’ to insert ‘ widowed.’ ”—(Lord Ribblesdale.) 


The Earl of Halshury wee Loos Lord Ribblesdale cits ws 1853 


Amendment (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 
Clause 21, with verbal Amendments, agreed to. 
Clauses 22, 23, and 24 agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ After Clause 24 to insert the following clause :—‘Section 335 of the 
principal Act (which relates to pensions of lunatics payable by public depart- 
ments) shall extend to Scotland and Ireland.’”’—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


The Earl of Halsbury wee ror die ees aaa sow. LEGS 


New clause agreed to, 
Clauses 25 to 27 agreed to. 
Clause 28 :— 

Amendment moved— 


“In page 11, after line 14, to insert as a new subsection, ‘(5.) Notice of the 
determination of a reception order under this section shall be sent to the Com- 
missioners by the manager of the institution or person having charge of the 
lunatic within two clear days of the date thereof.’ —(7he Lord Chancellor.) 


The Earl of Halsbury —... me a ie ee a .. 1354 


Amendment agreed to 


Remaining clauses agreed to. 
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First Schedule :— 


Amendments proposed— 
“In page 12, line 5, to leave out ‘bear such proportion to’ and insert ‘ not be 
less than six sixtieths nor ,more than twenty-four sixtieths of’; in line 6, leave 
out all words after ‘injury’ to the end of (1); and i in line 13, leave out ‘to which 
he is entitled’ and insert ‘ which he may receive.’ ”—( Lord Ribble sdale.) 
The Earl of Halshury ... 1354 Lord Ribblesdale jt ... 1354 
Amendments withdrawn. 
Schedules agreed to. 
The Earl of Halsbury ... we ie “on ive ies --. 1356 


Standing Committee negatived; the Report of Amendments to be 
recived one Monday next, and Bill to be printed as amended, [No. 17.} 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—SUGGESTED FURTHER CALLING UP OF VOLUNTEERS, 


Discussion :— 
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The Earl of Kimberley ... 1359 
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The Marquess of Lansdowne 1365 Lord Newton... ae iso, LOUS 
Lord Tweedmouth ... ... 1368 


House adjourned at Six of the clock. 
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Lancashire Electric Power Bill (by Order) —Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read; a 
second time.” 
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: Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Galloway.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question,” 
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Whereupon Motion made, and Question, “That the Chairman do 
report progress ; and ask leave to st again”—(Mr. Gibson Bowles)—put, 
and agreed to. 


Committee report progres ; La U-LOTTOW 


NEW BILL. 


Botters REGISTRATION AND INSPECTION (No. 3)—Bill for the Registration 
and Inspection of Boilers, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Provand, and 
Mr. William Abraham, Mr. kK. J. C. Morton, Mr. Caldwell, and Mr. 
Langley ous : vith on ee “a res on ..- 1508 


Boilers Registration and laspeviioa (No. 3) Bill—“ For the Registration 
and Inspection of Boilers,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon W ednesday next, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 107. ] oe om xi ese so _ sel wi ..- 1508 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





LORDS: FRIDAY, 2np MARCH, 1900. 


Earu OF Desart—Report made from the Lorp CHANCELLOR, that the right of 
Hamilton John Agmondesham Cuffe, Earl of Desart, to vote at the 
elections of Representative Peers tor Ireland has been established to the 
satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie upon the 
Table ... ale — ‘es ae oe ee ome ae .-- 1509 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted tue House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the abie the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the further Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied wita;  south-. astern Railway [H.L.] ; 
Folkestone, Sandgate and .Hythe, Jramroads [H.L.]; and also the 
Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have not been complied with :—Muirkirk, Mauchline, and 
Dalmellington Railway ee <a L.]; the same were ordered 
to lie on the Table ose ove eee e oe --- 1509 


Hammond (G. H.) Company Bill [x. “} —Presented ; read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners... «ee 1509 


Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Amendment Bill [1.1.]—Committed . 1509 


Scottish Widows’ Fund and Life pennies maid _ re 
mitted for Tuesday next... . 1509 





South-Eastern and London, Chatham, aud vcr Railways Bill [1.1.]; 
Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas Bil [tiis) 5 0 ute otadorashire ‘Tramways 
Bill [H. a Sheffield District Railway bili |H.L |; Wirrall Railway Bill 
[H. — reat Berkhampstead Water Bill [u. L. |}—Committed ; the Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 4. os . 1510 
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South- 0 ae aettiedl _ mn - Read the second time ‘esis to 
Order) .. , 


National Markets and Stores and Workshops Bill [1.L.}|—The Lorp 
CHANCELLOR informed the House that the promoters do not intend to 
proceed further with the Bill. Order of the Day for the Second Reading 
discharged. Ordered that the Bill be not further proceeded with 


a ham University Bill [1.1.]; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
ilway Bill [H.L.].—Read the second time (according to Order)... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


Army (ESTIMATE)—Approximate Estimate of Expenditure under the Barracks 
Act of 1890, and Military Works Acts of 1897 and 1899. Presented (by 
Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ; ; oe i 


Page 


1510 


. 1510 


. 1510 


. 1510 


House adjourned at half-past Four of the clock. 





COMMONS: FRIDAY, 2np MARCH, 1900. 


Private Bint PETITIONS (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the 
following Bill, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, 
namely :—Llandrindod Wells Water Bill. Ordered, That the —? be 
referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders ‘i . 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill; Glastonbury and Street Gas 
Bill ; read a second time and committed . aex 





South Lancashire Tramways Bill [by Order]|—[Seconp Reapine]—Order 


for second reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Mr. Lough (Islingtor, IV.) iia oan ove 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee to inquire whether it is desirable that penalties should be 
inserted in Clause 56 of the Bill (Cheap fares for the labouring classes) to 
secure compliance with the objects of the clause ; and whether the clause 
should be amended in respect of the maximum fare charged, the sufficiency 
in number, and the hours at which the cars shall be run.—(Mr. Lough.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr.Schwann(Manchester,N.) 1512 Sir J a Willow ‘cite Ever- 
The President of the Board of ton) 

Trade (Mr. sisi ind 

don) a. . 1513 


Question put, and agreed to. 


. 1510 
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. 1514 
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LLANDRINDOD WELLS WatTER—Petition for Bill; referred to the Select 
stile ts ie . 1518 


London and South Western Railway Bill—Petition for additional Pro- 
..» 1518 
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Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Bill (by Order)—[Seconp READING] 


—Bill read second time, and committed. 


Motion made and Question proposed, That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee to inquire whether it is desirable that penalties should be 
inserted in Clause 51 of the Bill (Cheap fares for labouring classes) to 
secure compliance with the objects of the clause; and whether the clause 
should be amended in respect of the maximum fare charged and the 
sufficiency in number of the cars.—(Mr. Lough.) 


Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk Burghs) ae ve - 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Tauntou Corporation Bill (by Order)—[Seconp Reapinc]—Order for 


second reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Strachey.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question. 
The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. T. IW, Russell, Tyrone, S.) 
Colonel Welby (Taunton) ... ws rn ne ose wes eae 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Main Question put, and agreed to, 

3ill read a second time, and committed. 


Motion madé, and Question proposed, ‘ That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee to provide in Part III. of the Bill that the powers of the Cor- 
poration and their officers to inspect cows and dairies outside the Borough 
be not exercised without the previous order of two Justices sitting in 
Petty Sessions, and having jurisdiction in the district wherein the dairy is 
situate, and that such order be not made unless the said Justices are 
satisfied that the local authority of the said district has not already dealt 
with the case.”—-(Mr. Strachey.) 


Debate arising, 
Debate adjourned till Tuesday. 
Committee on Standing Orders 


vision ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 


Cyprus (Locust Destruction Funp Part APPROPRIATION Law, 1898)— 
’ 


Petition from Larnaca, for redress of grievances ; to lie upon the Table... 


Local Authorities’ Officers’ Superannuation Bill—Petitions in favour 


from Aberavon and Rochester ; to lie upon the Table... ove ove 


Page 


1516 
1517 


1518 


1518 
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Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Wortley and Farnley ; 
Birley ; Clayton West; Dodworth ; Barrow ; Old Silkstone ; Bretby ; : 
Granville ; Donisthorpe ; Hall ; Church Gresley ; Aldwarke ; and Naden 


Page 


Collieries ; to lie upon the Table . 1518 

RATING OF WoopLANDS—Petition from Neath, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table . 1518 

Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Northfleet and Gravesend ; to lie upon the Table ... : 1518 

Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Luffen- 
ham; Sheffield; South Hiendley ; Abergavenny ; and Blackpool; to lie 
upon ‘the Table w» 1518 

Town Councils ~~ se = etition from — in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table : : é ie ‘ . i ... 1518 

VACCINATION Acts—Petition from Saddleworth, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table . 1518 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

Army (MILitary Works)—Copy presented,—of Approximate Estimate under 
the Barracks Act, 1890, and Military Works 1897 and 1899 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table... we . 1519 

QUESTIONS. 

SoutH ArricaN War—TRANSPORT—THE EIGHTH DIvIsION—Question, Mr, 
Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield); Answer, The First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square)... ve 1519 

TRANSPORT—SALT BEEF RATIONS—-Question, Sir James Fergusson (Man- 
chester, N.E.) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Sessienianid (Mr, Macartney, 
Antrim, S.) . “ sai _ : , ‘ ; ... 1519 

MILITIA RE-ENLISTMENT BouNTIES—Question, Mr. Warner; Answer, The 
Financial Seeretary to the War Office (Mr, J. Powell-W illiams, Birming: 
ham, 8.) - = sini ie ‘1 pes a , «-- 1520 

IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—TREATMENT AT COLCHESTER CAMP—Question, Major 
Rasch (Essex, 8.E.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ia «os 1520 

Roya Victoria Hospirat, Neruey—Mepicat Corps’ Hours or Duty— 
Question, Capt. Norton (Newington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams 1521 

METROPOLITAN POLICE—EX-SOLDIERS AND THE RESERVE—Question, Capt. 
Norton ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Office i M. 
White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) i . . 1521 

INFANTRY OFFICERS—CONDITIONS OF RE-JOINING—Question, Mr. Lyttelton 
(Warwick and Leamington) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams 1522 

RIFLE RaNcGesS—SHREWSBURY RACE-COURSE—Question, Mr. H. D. Greene 
(Shrewsbury) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ... “ee sos 1522 
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WoonwicH AND ENFIELD Factorigs--PAY oF FOREMEN—Question, Capt. 
Bowles (Middlesex, Enfield) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ... ..» 152 
SALISBURY PLAIN MAN@uUvRING GRoUNDS—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis); Answer; Mr, J. Powell-Williams : 1523 
GOVERNMENT CoNTRACTS—WAR OFFICE TENDERS—Question, Mr. McKenna 
(Monmouthshire, N.); Answer, Mr, J. Powell-Williams if 1524 
Navy—Periops oF SERV siiaiisamaken Sir John Colomb (Great sig ; 
Answer, Mr. Goschen.. sag a ae oes me Pe 1525 
MEDITERRANEAN FLEET—CHANNEL SQUADRON—LENGTH OF OFFICERS’ 
SERVICE Question, Sir John Colomb ; Answer, Mr. Goschen 1525 
Mavritics—CEntTraL Arrica BatraLtion—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucester, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Powell Williams . 1526 
FERNANDO Po—TREATMENT OF LAGOS NATIVES—Question, Mr. Buchanan 
(Aberdeenshire, E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) mi 1526 
BRITISH SOUDAN AND ABYSSINIAN BouNDARY—Question, Mr. McKenna ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford)... oes diz ia a ‘ és «-.» 1527 
ZANZIBAR AND PEMBA—SLAVERY—Question, Mr. John Ellis saciive Rush- 
cliffe); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ‘ ee ae er , .-- 1527 
AUSTRALIAN FEDERATION Bitt—Question, Mr. William Redmond a E i 
Answer, Mr, J. Chamberlain.. . 1527 
PosTMEN—-FINES FOR LATE ATTENDANCES—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 1528 
West InpiA Matts—TuHE “ Tacus ”—Question, Mr. Brodie Hoare (Hamp- 
stead) ; Answer, Mr, Hanbury or re she sai ... 1529 
PARCELS INSURANCE TO CAPE Corony—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton 
(Canterbury) ; Answer, Mr, Hanbury es mr ig --- 1529 
Post OrricE Stamp Contracts—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton ; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury ... ve ie _ sae ai ‘ wad .. 1529 
SUPERANNUATION FuUNDS—EXEMpPTION FROM INCOME TAX—-Question, Mr. 
H. P. Pease (Darlington); Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
(Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) 1530 
CENTRAL TELEGRAPHIC OrricE—Ho.ipay REGULATIONS—Question, Mr. 
Steadman ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ‘ ms re ... 1530 
HypE ParK—Po.ice BaRRAcKs—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; 
Answer, The First Commenioner of Works (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Ken: % 
St. Augustine's) ~— ew oe a és ve at .. 1531 
Foor AND MovutH Disease REGULATIONS—Question, Captain Pretyman 
(Suffolk, i tee Answer, The President of the Board of Agri- 
culture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, W., Derby) ... dy sae ate . 1532 
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THe Circurr SystemM—Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-on-Trent) ; Answer, 
Sir M. White Ridley - ne hen nin ini bis ae 


Crown SALMON FISHING IN SCOTLAND—Question, Mr. Buchanan ; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury ... bite sei on _ be ase ‘ 


Rapres—IrtsH ReETURNS—Question, Dr. Tanner (Cork Co., Mid); Answer, 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ; 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF CouRT—CASE OF ELLEN Ryan— 
Questions, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.), Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny), and Captain Donelan (Cork. E.) ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson 


Fair Rents in County DonrcaL—Question, Mr, Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... a“ ib net se tes = 


Murper OF Mr. Birp at BANTRY—Questions, Sir Henry Howorth (Salford, 
S.), Mr. Patrick O’Brien, and Captain Donelan ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson 


REPORTED RIOTS AT PORTADOWN—Questions Mr, Patrick O’Brien; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ' ‘68 oe os ~ wii adi - 


EpvucaTion BILL For ScoTLAND—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr, A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovust—Questions, Major Rasch and Sir H. Campbell- 
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1532 


.. 1533 


. 1533 


. 1534 


1534 


1536 


. 1536 


Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; Answers, Mr. A, J, Balfour oon 1537 
NEW MEMBER SIVORN, 
John O’Donnell, Esq., for County of Mayo (South Mayo Division) . 1538 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


NEW BILLS. 


DistRicT COUNCILLORS AND GUARDIANS (TERM OF OFFICE)—Bill to make 
further provision for the term of office of District Councillors and 
Guardians, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Pretyman, Sir John 
Dorington, Mr, Cripps, Mr. Price, and Mr. Trevelyan. 


District Councillors and Guardians Term of Office Bill—‘ To make 
further provison for the term of office of District Councillors and 
Guardians,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read. a second time 
upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 108] 


Coat MINEs (PROHIBITION OF CHILD LazouR UNDERGROUND)—Rill to pro- 
hibit Child Labour Underground in Coal Mines, ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Charles Dilke, Sir James Joicey, Sir Joseph Pease, and Sir 
Alfred Hickman. 


Coal Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Bill—“Toprohib- 
it Child Labour Underground in Coal Mines,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 109] 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) Act (1894) AMENDMENT—Bill to amend the 
Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Edmund Robertson and Sir Charles Cameron. 


. 1538 
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Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment Bill—‘ To amend 
the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Friday next, and to be printed. 
(ON 4 She Was es es a cs ae ee 


Factory AND WorksHor Acts AMENDMENT—Motion made, and Question 
proposed, “That leave be given to bring in a Bill to amend the Factory 


and Workshop Acts.” (Sir M. White Ridley.) 

Mr. Sydney Burton... hs sg i sat sits wi ... 1541 
(Juestion put, and agreed to. 

sill ordered to be brought in by Secretary Sir Matthew White Ridley 


and Mr, Jesse Collings. 


Factories and Workshops Bill—‘“To amend the Factory and Workshop 
Acts,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill ]11.] — ... ssf <a wee 1542 


SUPPLY [3rp ALLorrep Day|—Considered in Committee. 
NAvy ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,527,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the Expenses of Wages, 
&e,, to Officers, Seamen and Boys, Coastguard, and Royal Marines, which 


will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901,” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Mr. Power (Waterford, FE.) ... 1559 
ftegis) .. 1542 Mr. Patrick O Brien (Kilkenny) 1559 
Mr. MV illiam Redmond (( are, Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, 
E. ) 1550 Kirkdale) aos see LOOM 
The Civil ‘hous of the sik: Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devon) ot) 1562 
miralty (Mr. Austen Chaim- Mr. John Wilson (Falk “A Burghs) 1563 
herlain, Worcestershire, 2.) 1552 Dr, Ambrose (Muyo, iW. ... 1068 
Admiral Field (Sussex, Hust- Mr. William Johnston (Be fast, S) 1563 
bourne) ... =e ee DOF Mr. Power : . . 1563 
Captain Donelun (Cork, BY 1559 Mr. Austen iiiaslinlnen ... 1564 
Whereupon Motion made, and Question put, “That a sum not exceeding 
£5,526,000 be granted for the said service.” —-CM/r. William Ltedmond.) 
The Committee divided ; ~Ayes, 28; Noes, 173. Division List No. 47.) 
Original Question again propos. d. 
The Seerctary to the Admiralty (Mr, Macartney, Antrim, 8.) «.. vce LOGE 


Question put, and agreed to. 


2. £845,800, Works, Buildings, and Repairs at Home and Abroad. 
VOL. LXXIX. [FourtH SeEries.] h 
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DISCUSSION :— 


Sir U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 


(Lancashire, Clitheroe) ... 1568 
Sir John Colomb (Gt. Var- 
mouth) ... ..» 1569 


Mr. Kearley (Devenport) ... 1571 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Capt. Sinclair (Forfurshire) 1572 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain Zein BOTS 
Mr. Gibson Bowles a <3 SOW 
The First Lord of the Admiralty 
(Mr. Goschen, St. George, 
Hanover Sq.) ... ies sco EDUG 


Admiral Field see J, 1571 


Resolution agreed to. 


CiviL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES), 1899-1900- CLAss V.-— 
3. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Supplementary stn, 
not exceeding £162,500, be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1900, for grants in aid of the expenses of the British 
Protectorates in Uganda and in Central and East Africa.” 


Motion made and Question put, “That Item B (British Central Africa, 
Grant in Aid) be reduced by £100.°—(.Mr. Weir.) 


The Under Secretary of Ntate jor Foreign Afluirs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 


Guildford) bas ree re is cee L578 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Avyes, 34; Noes, 108. (Division List No, 48.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to, 

4. Motion made, and Question proposed—‘ That a supplementary 
sum, not exceeding £58,905, be granted to Her Majesty to defray the 
charge which will come in course of payment during year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1900, for certain sundry Colonial services, including 
certain grants in aid.” 

Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That Item M, 1 (Cape of Good 
Hope, High Commissioner of Telegrams) be reduced by £100,"—(Mr. 
Lloyd George.) 

The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, 

W.) is siA <7 ioe rad mS bse 1585 

At this stage Mr. Arriur O'Connor (Donegal, E.) took the Chair, 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 36; Noes, 89. (Division List No. 49.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
5, £10,000, Supplementary, Subsidies to Telegraph Companies. 

The Financial Seeretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) cc BBO 


Resolution agreed to. 
6. £2,847, Treasury Chest Fund. 
Mr. Hanbury ee Bi ue re aii ey, = .., 1589 


Resolution agreed to, 
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Ciass VI.—7, £60,686, Savings Banks and Friendly Societies Deficiencies. 


DIscussion— 


Sir Albert Rollit Islington, S.) 1590 Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 1593 
Mr, Bartley (Islington, N.) 1593 Mr, Hanbury... Se ... 1594 
Resolution agreed to, 
Crass VIII.—8, £500, Supplementary, Temporary Commissions, 
9. £23,327, Repayments to the Local Loans Fund. 
Resolutions agreed to. 
Crass IIL.—10, £1,440, Supplementary, Prisons, Scotland. 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Caldwell a os 1595 The Lord Advocate (Mr.C. Graham 
Mr. Parker Sinith (Lanark- Murray, Buteshire) ... ... 1597 
shire, Partick)... .- 1596 Captain Sinclair (Forfurshire) 1598 
Mr. Caldwell... ae ... 1599 
Resolution agreed to. 
Chass IV.—11, £5,000, Supplementary, Science and Art Department. 
DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) ‘ ass a ... 1600 
The Vice-President of the Committee of ‘Council: on Education (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University)... bi oe ae ss ... 1600 
Mr. Caldwell ee Ba ass bh see an ids ... 1600 


Resolutions agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next; Committee to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


SUPPLY [277TH Fepruary|—Resolution reported :— 
Navy Estimates, 1900-1. 


“That 114,880 men and boys be employed for the Sea and Coast Guard 
Services for the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1901, including 
18,805 Royal Marines,” 


Resolution agreed to. 


SUPPLY [23rp Ferruary]—Resolution reported :— 
CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstrMaTEs, 1900-1901 (VOTE 
ON ACCOUNT), 

“That a sum, not exceeding £16,626,000, be granted to Her Majesty, 
on account, for or towards defraying the charges for the Civil Services 
and Revenue Departments for the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1901.” 


Resolution read a second time 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House doth agree 
with the Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Discussion— 


Mr, Weir (toss & Cromarty) 1604 
Mr. Havelock Wilson (Mid- 


dleshrough) ae .. 1606 
Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stock- 

ton) wee a os 2004 
Mr. Maddison — (Shejfield, 

brightside) aiek .. 1616 


The Under Secre fury of State 
for Fore ag A ffuirs (Mr. 
Brodrick, Nurre Y, Guald- 


Jord) sae nas <. B6I8 


Question put, 


The House divided :—Ayes, 96; Noes, 22. 


DEATHS FROM STARVATION, OR ACCELERATED BY Privation (LONDON) 


Address for “Return of the number of all Deaths in the administrative 
county of London in the year 1899 upon which a Coroner’s Jury has 
returned a Verdict of Death from Starvation, or Death accelerated by 
Privation ; together with any Observations furnished to the Local Govern- 
ment Board by Boards of Guardians with reference to cases included in 
the Return (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 334, of Session 


1899).”—(Mr Talbot.) ... 


CONTENTS. 
Pays 
Mr. Patrick O Brien oni iso BOT 
Mr. William Redmond ... vos 162) 
Nir I} fried Lawson (Curberland, 
Cockerin uth) ... ae «-» 1624 
The Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (Sir A. 
White Ridley, Laneashire, 
Blackpool) pes ob sve EGQG 
(Division List No. 50.) 
1627 


It being after One of the clock, Mr. SpEAKER adjourned the House 


without Question put. 


Adjourned at a quarter after One of the clock till Monday next. 
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PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN 

Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
last column refer to the page in this volume. 
the Bill was originated in the Lords. 


VOLUME 


LXXIX. 


The figures in parentheses in the 
“(nH.L.]” following title indicates that 





(A.) House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. Brought in by 


*Consolidated Fund 
(No. 1) 

*Inebriates Amendment 
(Scotland) [1.1. ] 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh 


Eurl of Lichfield 


Isolation Hospitals 
(Amendment) |H.L. } 


The Lord Chancellor 


*Land Charges |H.L.] 


The Lord Chancellor 
Lord James of Hereford 


*Lunacy [H.L. | 
Money-lending Bill [H.1. | 


Lord lVindsor 


Public Libraries [H.L. | 
Lord James of Hereford 


Youthful Offenders 
[H.L. | 


Progress. 

Read 14, 24, and 3¢; Royal 
Assent 23 Feb. (909) 

Read 2¢ 19 Feb. (350); Com- 
mittee, Report, 20 Feb. 
(503); Read 3¢ 22 Feb. 
(773) 

Read 24 15 Feb. (6); Com- 
mittee, Report, 16 Feb. 
(214); Read 3¢ 20 Feb. 
(503) 

Committee 22 Feb. (773) ; 
Report 26 Feb. (1056) ; 
Read 3¢ 27 Feb. (1183) 

Committee 1 Mar. (1351) 

Read 1¢ 15 Feb. (3); Read 
2¢ 22 Feb. (767) 

Read 1¢ 1 Mar. (1350) 

Read 1¢ 22 Feb. (766) 








(B.) 


HovusE oF COMMONS. 





No. Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 


Progress. 





88 Boilers Registration 
spection (No. 2) 

107 Boilers Registration 
spection (No. 3) 


93 *Census (Great Britain) Mr. Chaplin 


105 *Charitable Loans (Ireland) Mr. Atkinson 


94 Cheap Trains (No. 2) Mr. Woods 


109 Coal Mines (Prohibition of child = Sir Charles Dilke 


labour underground) 


-~ *Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Mr. J. W. Lowther 


| 
| 
} 


99 | County Courts | Mr, Monk 


VOL. LXXIX. [Fourrn SERIEs. | i 


and In- | Sir W. Houldsworth 


and In- Wr. Provwnd 


Read 1° 16 Feb. (239) 
Read 1’ 1 Mar. (1508) 


Read 1° 19 Feb. (394) 
Read 1°1 Mar. (1456) 
Read 1’ 20 Feb. (595) 
Read 1° 2 Mar. (1538) 


Read 1° 19 Feb. (499); 
Read 2 20 Feb. 
(596) ; Committee 
21 Feb. (704); Read 
3° 22 Feb, (842) ; 
Royal Assent, 23 
Feb. (909) 

| Read 1° 23 Feb. (919) 








No. Title of Bill. 

95 Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) 
Act (1886) Amendment 

108 District Councillors and Guar- 
dians (Term of Office) 

83 *Ecclesiastical Assessments 
(Scotland) 

106 *Electoral Disabilities (Military 
Service) 

89 Electric Lighting Act (1882) 
Amendment 

11 = Evieted Tenants (Ireland) 

87 Factories and Workshops 
Amendment and Consolida- 
tion 

111 *Factory and Workshop Acts 
Amendment 

98 *Housing of the Working 


100 
86 


104 
96 


Jd 


102 
90 


Classes Act (1890) Amend- 
ment 


Land Dedication 


Licensing Acts Amendment 
(Scotland) 

Local Authorities Officers’ 
Superannuation 


Local Government (Scotland) 
Act (1894) Amendment 


2 *Lunacy Board (Scotland) Sala- 


ries and Clerks 


| Mines (Bight Hours) 
Outdoor Relief = (Friendly 


Societies) (No. 2) 
Parliamentary Elections (Mari- 
ners’ Votes) 


*Police Reservists (Allowances) 


Public Health 


| Sea Fisheries Regwation (Scot- 
land) Act (1895) Amendment 


School Board Eletions(London) 


land} 


*Tithe Rent-Charge (Ireland) 


Wages Boards 
| Workmen’s Houses Tenure 


( exviil ) 





Brought in by 


Mr. Weir 
Mr. Pretyman 


Mr. A. Graham Mur- 
ray 

Sir M. White Ridley 

Sir IW. Houldsworth 


Mr. Crean 
Mr. Caldwell 
Str WM. White Ridley 


Mr. Chaplin 


Sir J. Brunner 


Mr. Colville 
Major Raseh 
Mr. E. Fobertson 


Mr. A. Graham Mur- 
ra y 


Mr. Herbert. Lewis 


Mr. Strachey 


Sir Cameron Gull 
Sir M. White Ridley 
Mr. Thornton 

Su Wo Wedderburn 
Mr. Flower 

Ur. Weir 

Mr. Atkinson 


Sir Charles Dilke 
Mr. Colville 


Progress. 


| 


| Read 1’ 20 Feb. (596) 
| Read 1° 2 Mar. (1538) 


Read 1° 15 Feb, (134) 
Read 1° 1 Mar. (1458) 
Read 1° 16 Feb. (239) 


Second Reading (put 
off for six months) 
21 Feb. (705) 
Read 1° 16 Feb. (238) 
| 
Read 1° 2 Mar. (1539) 


Read 1° 22 Feb. (838) 


Read 1° 23 Feb. (920) 
Read 1° 16 Feb. (238) 


Read 1° 16 Feb. (237) 
Read 1° 2 Mar. (1538) 
Read 1’ 19 Feb. (394) ; 
Bill withdrawn 21 
Feb. (704) 
| Read 2° 28 Feb.(1303) 
Second Reading (put 
off for six months) 
27 Feb. (1298) 
Read 1° 27 Feb.(1230) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (393) 
(House adjourned) 


Read 1° 23 Feb. (919) 
Read 1° 16 Feb. (238) 
28 Feb.(1347) 
> 20 Feb. (596) 
Read 1” 22 Feb. (829) 


Read 1°27 Feb, (1229) 
Read 1° 16 Feb. (239) 
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THE 





PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN THE 


SEVENTH SESSION OF 


THE ZTWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT oF THE 


Unirep Kinapom or GREAT BRITAIN anpd IRELAND, AppointeD 


TO MEET THE 30TH JANUARY 1900, 


HER MAJESTY 


SECOND VOLUME 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 15th February, 1900. 





LORD DUNBOYNE. 

Petition of Robert St. John Fitz-Walter 
Butler, Baron of Dunboyne, claiming a 
right*to vote at the elections of Represen- 
tative Peers for Ireland ; read, and referred 
to the Lord Chancellor to consider and 
report thereupon to the House. 


DILL 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 

The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have heen complied with : 


London County Tramways (No. 2). 


And also a special report from the 
Examiners in respect of the following 
Bill: 
Great Grimsby Street Tramways [H.L. | 
The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


BARNSLEY CORPORATION 
Presented, and read 14, 


VOL. LXXIX. 


BLLL [H.L. J. 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 


OF SESSION 1900. 


IN THE 63RD YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


QUEEN VICTORIA. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 

Petition for additional provision, of the 
Caledonian Railway Company ; together 
with proposed amendment and clause 
annexed thereto ; read, and referred to the 
examiners. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2379. Japan (Hiogo and Osaka). 

No. 2380. Italy (Venice). 
No. 2381. Argentine Republic (Fi- 
nances). 


STATISTICS. 


Statistical Tables relating to the Colo- 
nial and other Possessions of the United 
Kingdom, Part XXII, for the years 
1894-95-96. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890; 
CONSULAR SALARIES AND FEES 
ACT, 1891; FOREIGN MARRIAGE 
ACT, 1892. 

Orders in Council, dated 29th January, 

1900 :— 


I. “The China and Corea (Consular 
and Marriage Fees)” Order in Council, 
1900. 


A 








3 Standing Committee— 


II. “The Japan (Consular and Marriage 
Fees) ” Order in Council, 1900. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


Order in Council, dated 29th January, 
1900, “The North-Eastern Rhodesia Order 
in Council, 1900.” 


COLONIAL PROBATES ACT, 1892. 


Order in Council, of 29th January, 1900, 
applying “the Colonial Probates Act, 
1892” to the British Possession of the 
Island of St. Helena. 


GENERAL HOSPITALS ACTS, 
1865 AND 1869. 


Order in Council, of 29th January, 1900, 
approving a Memorial of the Lords 


Commissioners of the Admiralty praying | 


sanction to a re-arrangement of the number 
of Naval and Greenwich Hospital Pensions 
to Naval and Marine Officers of the retired 
and pensioned list of Her Majesty’s Navy. 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 


Eighth Annual Report of proceedings of 
the Inspection Committee, for the year 
ended 20th November, 1899; with 
appendices, 


POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS. 


Account showing the gross amount 
received and expended on account of the 
telegraph service during the year ended 
3lst Mareh, 1899, and a statement 
additional to the above account. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


MONEY-LENDING BILL [H.1L.}. 


A Bill to amend the law with respect 
to persons carrying on business as money- 
lenders—-Was presented by the Lord James 
of Hereford ; read 1“; and to be printed. 
(No. 10.) 


STANDING COMMITTEE--NOMINATION 
OF CHAIRMEN AND MEMBERS. 
Committee of Selection for the Stand- 

ing Committee —Report from, that the 

Committee have nominated the following 


{LORDS} 


Nomination. 4 


Lords to:serve as Chairmen of the Stand- 
ing Committee— 


E. Halsbury. (1. Chancellor.) 

V. Cross. (L. Privy Seal.) 

i. Morley. 

. Camperdown. 

. Kimberley. 

1 Elgin. (2. Elgin and Kincardine.) 


ad ata = 


And that the Committee have nominated 
the following Lords to serve on the 
Standing Committee : 


L. Archbp. of Canterbury. 

KE. Halsbury. (1. Chancellor.) 

L. Archbp. of York. 

D. Devonshire. (L. President.) 

V. Cross. (L. Privy Seal.) 

D. Bedford. 

D. Marlborough. 

D. Rutland. 

D. Northumberland. 

M. Lansdowne. 

M. Salisbury. 

M. Bath. 

M. Ripon. 

M. Breadalbane. 

E. Pembroke and Montgomery. 
(L. Steward.) 

Denbigh. 

*. Stamford. 

Chesterfield. 

Jersey. 

Lauderdale. 

. Carnwath. 

Cowper. 

Stanhope. 

K. Waldegrave. 

E. Portsmouth. 

Spencer. 

Clarendon. 

Onslow. 

i. Grey. 

1. Morley. 

1. Vane. (M. Londonderry.) 

). Cawdor. 

. Camperdown. 

. Dudley. 

). Kimberley. 

. Selborne. 

. Cranbrook. 

Ancaster. 

Crewe. 

Falkland. 

. Sidmouth. 

. Gordon. (FE. Aberdeen.) 

. Knutsford. 

. Llandaff. 

V. Peel. 

L. Bp. London, 
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Isolation Hospitals 


Bp. Winchester. 


Clinton. 


Zouche of Haryngworth. 


Saltoun. 
Balfour. 


Boyle. (E. Cork and Orrery.) 


Ribblesdale. 


. Churchill. 
. Harris. 

. Colchester. 
. Plunket. 

; Rosebery. (£. Rosebery.) 
. Poltimore. 
. Kintore. (2. Kintore.) 
. Leigh. 

. Wenlock. 

. Elgin. (4. 
. Belper. 


Lawrence. 
Aberdare. 


. Coleridge. 
. Norton. 

. Shute. (/. Barrington.) 
. Rowton. 

. Ampthill. 

. Keay. 

. Tweedmouth. 
. Northbourne. 
. Sudley. (2. 
. Monkswell. 

. Lingen. 

. Ashbourne. 


Thring. 


. Macnaghten. 
. Cheylesmore. 
. Morris. 

. veagh. 

. Kelvin. 

. Rookwood. 

. Shand. 

. Asheombe. 

. Hawkesbury. 
. Stanmore. 

. Welby. 

. Russell of Killowen. 
. Davey. 

. Wandsworth. 
. Burghclere. 

. James 

. Pirbright. 

. Glenesk. 

. Heneage. 

. Glanusk. 

. Brampton. 

. Cranworth. 

. Avebury. 


. Hopetoun. (£. dopetoun.) 
(L. Chamberlain.) 


Elgin and Kincardine.) 


Arran.) 


Read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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(Amendment) Bill. 6 


ISOLATION HOSPITALS (AMENDMENT) 
BILL [H.L. |}. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing agreed. 


*THE Eart or LICHFIELD: My 


_ Lords, before asking you to read a second 


time the Bill that is now before you, I 
will endeavour, as briefly as possible, to 
explain some of the reasons which have 
made its introduction necessary. The 
Public Health Act of 1875 enabled a 
local authority to provide isolation 
hospitals and to join with other local 
authorities in providing a central hospital 
for surrounding districts, but, unfortu- 
nately, no dout owing to the fact 
that the Act of 1875 was entirely per- 
missive, isolation hospital accommodation 
has not been provided to anything like 
the extent which is nowthought necessary. 
To remedy this state of affairs, the 
Isolation Hospitals Act of 1893 was intro- 
duced, and passed. That Act does not 
apply to Scotland or Ireland, nor does it 
apply to the county of London or to the 
county boroughs. Amongst other pro- 
visions, it empowers county councils to 
eause to be provided isolation hospitals 
within their administrative area, and to 
group together suitable districts to be 
served by one hospital. It also enables 
county councils, out of the county rate, te 
grant annual sums of money towards the 
maintenance of these hospitals. Now, my 
Lords, it was assumed until quite recently 
that where an efficient hospital had been 
established under the 1875 Act, the loca. 
authority could, with the assent of the 
Local Government Board, transfer that 
hospital to the county council ; and it 


' was also assumed that the county council 
‘would have power, under the 1893 


Act, where it thought desirable, to grant a 
subsidy to these hospitals out of the county 
rate. It was only last year that the Local 
Government Board decided that it was 
not possible to act in either of these two 
cases—that is to say, there were no pro- 


| visions in the Act of 1893 which would 


enable these things to be done. The 
result has been to bring about an absolute 
deadlock in many parts of the country. 
Where the county council has made a 
comprehensive scheme embracing the 


whole of its administrative area it would 
i} 


A 2 





7 Isolation Hospitals 


be grossly unfair to put the Act into 
operation ; for this reason, that the local 
authority which had been foremost in 
providing hospital accommodation under 
the Public Health Act of 1875 would be 
doubly penalised. In the first place, they 
would have to contribute their portion of 
the county rate towards the maintenance 
of their neighbours’ hospitals, they would 
not be allowed to take any share of that 
county rate, and, in addition, they 
would have, by themselves, to keep up 
their own local hospital. This Bill has 
been introduced to try and remedy that 
unfortunate state of affairs. I will explain 
very briefly the provisions of the Bill; it 
is a very short one, consisting of only five 
clauses. The first clavse is the title. The 
second gives power to the local authority, 
with the assent of the Local Government 
Board, to transfer any hospital they may 
have erected under the 1875 Act to the 
county council. Clause 3 provides the 
manner in which the expenses incurred 
by that transfer are tobe met. Clause 4 
gives power to county councils to 
contribute, by a capital sum or by an 
annual contribution, to any efficient hospi- 
tale built under the 1875 Act. Clause 5 
enables county councils to borrow 
money, a provision which, I think, 
by accident was not included in the 
1893 Act. Some counties, my Lords, 
prefer to contribute towards the capital 
charge of erecting these hospitals ; 
some, on the other hand, would pre- 
fer to contribute out of the county 
rate towards their maintenance. This 
last clause gives to the county 
councils the opportunity of borrowing 
if they so desire. The Bill which I am 
now moving is exactly the same as the 
one which passed through your Lordships’ 
House last session. It is approved by 
the Local Government Board, and is 
entirely enabling. There is no compulsion 
at all about it, and I have brought it in 
on behalf of the County Councils Associa- 
tion, which, as your Lordships know, 
represents all the counties in England and 
Wales. We had hoped that the Loeal 
Government Board would have seen their 
way to take up this measure themselves. 
We asked them last autumn if they 
would do so, and received the following 
reply from the Assistant Secretary. 


“T am directed to state that the Board have 
given consideration to the matter, but they 
are not themselves prepared to introduce a Bill 
on the subject.” 


The Earl of Lichfield. 


{LORDS} 





(Amendment) Bill. & 


I cannot understand why the Local 


‘Government Board have not seen their 


way to take up this matter. I think they 
have incurred a grave responsibility by 
not doing so. I have explained to your 
Lordships that a great deal more hospital 
accommodation is required, and until a 
Bill such as is now before you is passed 
into law it will be impossible in many 
counties to go any further with the 
scheme of providing isolation hospitals. 
If a great epidemic were to break out, | 
think the Government which declines 
to bring in a measure of this sort would 
he responsible to a very great extent. In 
my county —Staffordshire—only one-sixth 
of the hospital accommodation required for 
the population, numbering one million, 
has been provided, and what applies to 
my county applies to other counties in 
England. I trust that the Government 
will look into this matter, and that, if 
unable to take up the Bill themselves, 
they will do all in their power to assist 
its passage through the House of 
Commons, for your Lordships all know 
how extremely difficult it is for a private 
Member to get a Bill through that House. 
My noble friend Lord Northbrook had 
intended to be present this evening, but 
he has authorised me to say that he 
thoroughly supports the request which | 
have just made to the Government. L 
heg to move that the Bill be read a second. 
time. 

al 


Lorp HARRIS: My 
afraid I am not in a position to deal with 
that part of my noble friend’s speech in 
which he made a strong appeal to the 
Government to take up this Bill. | 
suppose the Government had good reasons 
last year for not taking it upthen. Their 
refusal was probably due to the heavy 
pressure of work, and I imagine the same 
reason has actuated them this year in so 
far declining to take up the Bill. But I 
will take care that the strong expression 
of opinion which the noble Lord has 
given shall be brought to the notice of 
the President of the Local Government 
Board, and, if possible, that his wishes 
shall be complied with. As regards the 
3ill itself, your Lordships passed it, in its 
present form, last year. The Memorandum 
sets forth the objects of the Bill, and, 
although it does not quite set out the 
opinions of the Local Government Board, 


Lords, I 











9 South African 


ithat Board has no objection to its passage {and volunteered for service. 


this year. 


Viscount KNUTSFORD: My Lords, | 


I should like to express my hearty con- 
currence with what has fallen from the 
noble Earl opposite, and I trust that the 
‘Government will see their way to take up 
this Bill. There is no dispute as to the 
advantages which will accrue from the 
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They are 
|weeded out by the commanding officer, 
' who makes a selection of picked men from 
their number. Then the commanding 
officer and adjutant work their very 
hardest to get these men properly and 
efficiently equipped for the front. 
When they are thoroughly equipped the 


/next thing to follow is the attestation, 


passing of it, and it is really pitiful that | 


Bills of very great utility, which we keep 


on passing through this House, have no | 


chance in the House of Commons. If the 
Government cannot see their way to take 
up the Bill I trust they will strongly 
support it, and facilitate its passing into 
law. 


Bill read 2* (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House to-morrow. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR 
OF VOLUNTEERS AFTEI 
OF EQUIPMENT, 

KarL BROWNLOW: My I 
heg to call the attention of the House to 
the inconvenience caused by the rejection 
of Volunteers for servicein South Africa by 
the army medical otticers after the men have 
got their clothing and equipment ; and to 
ask whether some means cannot be found 
to remove the cause of complaint. There 
has been some correspondence lately in 
the newspapers upon this subject, but 
this correspondence has dealt chiefly with 
criticisms of the cause of rejection. This 
is not the point which I wish to bring 
before the House. I think it would be 
foolish, I may even say cruel, to send 
men out to the front who were physically 
untit for the duties which they would be 
called upon to perform, and I cannot see 
that the War Office would be justified in 
trusting anyone else with the examination 
except their own medical officers. I do 
not complain of the rejection of Volunteers 
on the ground of physical unfitness, but I 
complain of the procedure. 
cedure is this. 
called upon Volunteer battalions to pro- 
vide a company to join the territorial 
battalion in South Africa. With the 
greatest patriotism and ardour, in most 
cases a very much larger number of men 
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Lords, 


The pro-| 
The War Office have | 


but just before the attestation, when the 
men have probably arrived at the head- 
quarters of the regimental district, the 
army medical officer steps in and 
rejects a certain number of them. 
What is the result? These unfortunate 
men who are rejected crawl home to 
their native towns under a deep sense of 
humiliation and disgust. It must be re- 
membered that they have, within the 
previous few days, probably thrown up 
situations in which they were employed, 
and made arrangements for their busi- 
nesses to be carried on during their 
absence ; they have taken a final leave 
of their friends and families; they have 
probably had a good “send off,” as it is 
called, from their native place ; they have 
left the station amidst the cheering of the 
whole population and the handshaking of 
their friends, with the band playing 
“Auld Lang Syne” on the platform. 
But in a few days some of these unfor- 
tunate men return home feeling that they 
are marked men—rejected Volunteers. Is 
this wise or necessary? I cannot see why 
these poor men should be subjected to 
such humiliation, or why the War Office 
should bring down on itself so much cen- 
sure and dissatisfaction. Though the 
cause may be slight, the evil is very far 
reaching, and, as far as I can see, the 
whole matter might be settled simply by 
a stroke of the pen. I would venture to 
suggest that the first thing that should be 
done after the men have heen selected is 
that they should be medically examined 
by the army doctor, and after that the 
attestation might follow immediately, and 
the men should then be given leave and 
allowed to remain in their homes until 
their clothing and equipment are ready. 
There another very simple plan— 
namely, to carry out the medical exami- 
nation, let the men go home, get their 
clothing and equipment, and then let them 
| be attested when they are ready. I per- 
'fectly understand that in the Army it is 
desirable to examine a man and attest 
'him immediately ; but Volunteers are not 


1s 


than were required have come forward | men who will give you the slip between 
\ 





11 South y, {frican 


taking the shilling and the attestation. 
They are only too anxious to get to the 
front, andthereforethey might with perfect 
safety be allowed to remain in their homes 
between the medical examination and the 
attestations. I venture to make these two 
suggestions, but it is possible some third 
course may suggest itself to the noble 
Marquess the Secretary of State for War. 
! sincerely trust that some means may be 
found to remedy what I consider a very 
real and reasonable grievance. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE): 
My noble friend called my attention to 
this matter a few days ago, and I at once 
made inquiries into the procedure which 
has been followed. [ agree with him that 
the procedure can be improved in the 
direction which he suggests. Up to the 
present these men have been attested and 
medically inspected simultaneously, and 
I have no doubt that the reason for the 
course adopted was that it is the course 


which is followed in the case of recruits - 


of the Line. But the case of the Volun- 
teers is not the same as that of a Line 
recruit, and I think some attempt should 
be made to remedy what appears to my 
noble friend and me to be a grievance. 
I propose, therefore, that for the future 
the procedure shall be that which is 
described in a regulation which we have 
already drafted to meet the case- 

‘*When a Volunteer commanding officer 
receives an application from any Volunteer he 
will at once have him medically inspected. 
When he has received sufficient applications 
from Volunteers, who have been passed medi- 
cally fit, to form not less than a section, he will 
so inform the officer commanding the regi- 
mental depot to which his battalion is affiliated, 
who will then, if they are to form part of the 
Service Company, have them attested. Medical 
inspections may be carried out by any medical 
officer holding a commission in any portion of 
Her Majesty's service.” 


I think that change in the regulations 
will put an end to the hardship which 
has arisen. I am afraid it is the case that 
most of these Volunteer companies have 
already been formed and have joined 
their line battalions ; but, of course, it is 
conceivable that a similar case may arise 
hereafter, and we shall therefore make 
the change in the regulations which I 
have indicated to your |.ordships. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: It is, 


of course, satisfactory to hear that this 


Earl Brownlow, 


\LORDS} 
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grievance which the noble Lord opposite 
has placed before the House will be 
remedied, as I had no doubt it would be 
when it came to the ears of the noble 
Marquess the Secretary of State for War. 
But I am sorry to say that what has 
happened in regard to the medical in 
spection of the Volunteersseems to give the 
public outside a very poor idea of the mode 
in which the administration at the War 
Office is carried on. There must be some 
one at the War Oftice, I suppose, capable 
of exercising some small portion of 
common sense, and of preventing the 
putting into force of a regulation which 
is obviously inapplicable, vexatious, and 
absurd. I only trust this is not an 
example of what occurs in larger matters, 
but these small matters certainly do give 
the impression to the public that there 
is something materially wrong in the 
administration of the War Office. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: I 
think the noble Lord is perhaps a little 
hard on the War Office. | Those arrange 
ments under which companies of selected 
Volunteers have been allowed to join their 
Line battalions were introduced, I will 
not say hurriedly, but at very short notice. 
The office was working under great pres- 
sure, and I think this slip, if it was a slip, 
was a venial one under the circumstances. 


Eart BROWNLOW : I am extremely 
glad to hear from the noble Marquess that 
there is to be a change in the regulations. 
Although he said that most of the Volun- 
teer companies had been already formed, 
I will remind him that commanding 
officers have been called upon to prepare 
reserve companies, if required ; so very 
likely the case will come up again. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —PROPERTY OF 
COMBATANT BOERS —\OPERATIONS 
IN NATIVE DISTRICTS. 

THE Ear or CAMPERDOWN: The 
noble Earl the Under Secretary of State 
for the Colonies has asked me to post- 
pone the following question standing in 
my name—namely : 

“To ask Her Majesty’s Government whether 
the cattle and other property of combatant 
Boers are to be exempted from seizure, and, if 
so, for what reason ; also, to ask whether the 
Zulus and other natives whose country may be 
invaded by the Boers are prohibited from 
defending themselves from invasion, and, if so, 
for what reason.” 


I have agreed to do so. 
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SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—CONTEM- 
PLATED MILITARY MEASURES. 
*THE Eart or DUNRAVEN: My 

Lords, I think your Lordships — will 

admit that it was impossible to adequately 

discuss the complicated and _interest- 
ing statement of the noble Marqvess 
the Secretary of State for War on the 
occasion on which it was delivered. The 
statement was far too important and 
touched upon issues far too grave to be 
discussed without time for adequate and 
minute consideration. Av the same time 
it was a statement which I felt sure your 

Lordships would wish to have an oppor- 

tunity of discussing, and I therefore 

placed the notice standing in my name— 

“To call attention to the statement 

of the Secretary of State for War ”— 

on the Paper for the first favourable 
opportunity that occurred. I cannot say 
that the feeling of disappointment which 
gradually came over me in listening to 
the statement of my noble friend has 
been minimised or diminished by a close 
scrutiny of his speech. The proposals of 
Her Majesty's Government do not appear 
to me to have been conceived with a view 
to possible eventualities—very remote, but 
still possible-—which I think ought to have 
heen borne in mind in considering the 
steps that were necessary to place the 
nation in the most capable state both for 
offence and defence. I doubt very much 
whether the proposals of Her Majesty’s 

Government will be sutticient even for 

the requirements of the war in which we 

are at present engaged, supposing it is 
not complicated by any untoward event. 

I do not see in these proposals any indi- 

cation that steps of a permanent nature 

will be taken to adapt our Army to the 
now proved requirements of modern war, 
or toadequately develop the undeveloped 
strength and resources of the country, or 
to do anything in the way of reconstruct- 
ing and improving the machinery of the 

War Office. It is a curious thing, and 

what my noble friend called the other 

night the “irony of fate,” that this nation— 
we who are, or, at any rate, think we are, 

a great maritine Power, but who are not, 

and do not pretend to be, a great 

military Power—that it should have 
fallen upon us to be an object lesson 
of the vast change that has come over war 
owing to the great development in pro- 
jectiles and artillery and small arms of 
late years. I do not think it would be an 
exaggeration to say, that with theadoption 
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of smokeless powder, the greatimprovement 
in guns, the enormous range to which they 
attain now, the accuracy of rifle fire, and 
the other improvements in modern war, 
a greater change has taken place during 
the quarter of a century since the last 
great war than has occurred during the 
preceding four or five centuries. f 
doubt if it is an exaggeration to say that 
the change from the use of bows and 
arrows to the use of powder did not 
inaugurate a greater revolution in strategy 
tactics and the constitution of armies than 
that which the change in modern guns 
and other implements of war has produced 
and is producing the result of the bitter 
experience which we are now undergoing 
must be to largely recast the Army in a 
new mould, to call much more attention to 
accuracy of shooting, and less attention to 
the power of manceuvring accurately in 
large bodies, and to largely increase that 
hybrid force we call mounted infantry. 
I see very little indication in the proposals 
of Her Majesty’s Government that the 
great lessons which the war has taught 
us are grasped or realised. Speaking 
broadly, the proposals of the Government 
appear to me to come to little more than 
this—they hope, but are not at all sure, 
that they may bring the Militia and the 
Volunteers up to their proper establish- 
ment strength ; they are trying to induce 
old soldiers, men who have passed out of 
the reserves, to enlist for a year-—a good 
and useful idea ; they are doing a very 
valuable service in rearming the Volunteer 
artillery ; they are creating a number of 
new batteries, and they propose to add 
twelve battalions to the infantry of the 
Line and some cavalry regiments, about 
which I have a word to say. As to any 
necessary changes which might be made in 
the organisation of the War Office nothing 
whatever is said. I can understand that, 
and do not press the point, for I agree 
with my noble friend the Secretary 
of State for War that it would 
be unwise to embark upon great 
organic changes in a period of great 
emergency such as that which we are now 
passing through. I should like to say, 
in speaking of the War Office, that, in my 
humble opinion, the War Office, in send- 
ing out such a large number of troops 
and vast accumulation of stores across 
6,000 miles of ocean, have performed a 
great feat, and have performed it in a 
manner far superior to that which their 
critics generally supposed was possible. 
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At the same time, I think that many | 
‘'mously long lines of communication we 


defects have been proved to exist by the 
trial through which we are passing, defects 
which have over and over again, year 
after year, been pointed out, alas! 
without any effect. I quite agree 
that it would be worse than idle to 
expect any changes to be inaugurated or 
announced now, but I venture to express 
the hope that, when this war is over, a 
serious reconstruction of the Department 
may be taken in hand, and that the 
War Office may not be allowed to 
relapse into its normal condition 
of lethargic self-content. What is it 
that Her Majesty’s Government pro- 
poses with regard to the prosecution of 
the war? We are told that 50,000 
additional troops are under orders for 
the seat of war and that when they arrive 
the total number of troops in South 
Africa will be 200,000 men. This is a 
very large force, but I do not quite under- 
stand the figures of the noble Marquess. 
The Secretary of State for War informed 
the House that in October 28,000 men 
were sent out, in November 26,000, in 
December 24,000, and in January 25,000, 
making a total of 103,000 men. He 
stated also that there were 23,000 men in 
South Africa at the commencement of 
the war, which would bring the total 
number up to 126,000. If you add the 
50,000 which are under orders or on their 
way to South Africa it will bring the 
total up to 176,000. That leaves a_bal- 
ance of 24,000 men. I suppose the 
balance consists of the colonial contingent 
and troops raised in South Africa, but 
perhaps the noble Marquess will give me 
some further information as to these 
figures. Ido not want to naggle about 
figures in any way, but when we 
consider the forces that the Queen 
has to prosecute the war and_ the 
forces we have for defensive purposes 
at home, it is well that we should exactly 
understand the figures placed before us. 
I should like to know how many of the 
200,000 men are to be considered effective. 
Have we to deduct the men invalided, 
killed and wounded, and prisoners? Is 
the ordinary waste and wear of war, 
amounting, I suppose, in this case, to 
10,000 men or more, to be deducted from 
200,000? I am curious to know what 
proportion of the effective men we may 
reasonably consider can be put into the 
fighting line. Ido not know whether I 
should be overstating it, or understating 


The Earl of Dunraven, 
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it, if I suggested that with such enor- 


cannot caleulate upon putting into the 
fighting line more than half of the effec- 
tive force. I should like to receive any 
information on that point. I cannot 
persuade myself that a reinforcement of 
50,000 men is sufficient. I sincerely 
trust it may be sufficient ; but it seems to 
me that up to the present in no single 
instance have our generals been provided 
with forces sufficient for the operations 
they had to undertake. I do not think 
anyone would say that if General Buller’s 
forces had been doubled, and doubled 
again, he would have had one man too 
many for the very arduous task he is 
endeavouring to perform. I should have 
liked to have heard that at least 100,000 
additional men were to be sent out to 
South Africa. One hundred thousand 
men sent together would be infinitely 
more effective than 50,000 men sent now 
and another 50,000 in two or three 
months time. Again, the noble Marquess 
told us that 7,700 drafts had been sent 
out. That is entirely satisfactory, but | 
should like to know whether these 7,700 
drafts are included in the total of 200,000, 
I will turn, if you will allow me, to what 
my noble friend very aptly designated 
the consideration of our military assets at 
home. Our available assets at home are 
put down at 98,000 Regulars, 12,000 
Reservists, 77,000 Militia, 7,000 Yeo- 
manry, and 215,000 Volunteers, making 
a grand total of 409,000—-to use my 
noble friend’s words, “ armed men serving 
in this country.” I look upon this as a 
most gratifying announcement, provided 
that the 409,000 men can be really 
correctly designated armed men serving 
in this country. As to the %,000 
Regulars, would it be an indiscreet 
question if I were to ask where they are 
and exactly what they consist of ! We 
know that they include men who have 
been left behind by the battalions which 
have gone to the seat of war because they 
were unfit for service abroad. But | 
should like to know how many of 
these men or boys who were unfit for 
service abroad and were left at home are 
included among the 98,000 Regulars 
described as armed men serving in this 
country. I should also like to know, if 
the information can be given me, how 
many of all branches—cavalry, artillery, 
and infantry—could be paraded on any 
definite day, say next week, of these 
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98,000 men, the 
properly equipped, the cavalry with their 
men and horses, the artillery with their 
men, horses, and guns, and provided with 
transport. If we had information of that 
kind we should have something reliable 
to go upon, and should know how far the 
98,000 Regulars remaining in this country 
are a valuable and realisable asset, and 
not a mere asset on paper. There appears 
to be, I do not say there is, a good deal of 
duplication. Twelve new battalions are 
to be permanently added to the Army. 
How are they to be created? Partly out 
of men left behind by battalions who have 
gone to the front, and partly by Reservists. 
It appears to be obvious that, so far as 
they are composed of men left behind 
belonging to other regiments and Reser- 
vists, they are not new battalions. The 
same remark applies to the new cavalry 
regiments and to the new batteries of 
artillery. The cavalry are to consist in 
the first place of the leavings of cavalry 
regiments at the seat of war and of 
Reservists ; the batteries are to be created 
from a nucleus taken trom existing 
batteries, from men left behind as unfit for 
service by batteries in South Africa, and 
of Reservists. It is obvious that, to the 
extent to which they are composed of 
a nucleus and of Reservists and of men 
left behind, these regiments, battalions 
and batteries are not new ones. Men 
are counted twice over. It is like taking 
five shillings out of one pocket, transfer- 
ring them to another pocket, and claiming 
an asset of ten shillings, a process 
of doubtful probity in finance. 
The same duplication may occur with 
recruiting. Your Lordships — were 
pleased to hear that recruiting was 
very brisk. It would almost be an insult 
to compliment the nation on that fact, 
hecause the nation has only shown its 
natural spirit. But I should be glad to 
hear from the noble Marquess that in the 
number of recruits which ke gave no 
duplication has occurred. As your Lord- 
ships know very well, men recruit into 
the Line direct and into the Militia 
direct, and they recruit out of the Militia 
into the Line. Unless the greatest care 
is taken in compiling the figures, men are 
likely tobecounted twice, first on enlisting 
in the Militia, and secondly on passing 
from the Militia to the Line. I do not 
mean to say that this duplication has 
occurred, but it appears, on the face of 
the statement of the noble Marquess, 
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that it is exceedingly likely to 
have occurred. When the nation is 


asked to consider the national balance- 
sheet, the statement put before it by the 
Secretary of State ought to be of such a 
character that it would be passed by an 
accountant, but I am perfectly certain no 
chartered accountant in the world would 
pass the statement of my noble friend as 
reliable with regard to the available 
realisable military assets of the country. 
The estimate of my noble friend the 
Secretary of State for War as to the 
requirements for national defence was 
based upon Mr. Stanhope’s Minute which 
laid it down that there should be a mobile 
army of 130,000 men, but that was after 
providing for the defence of India and the 
Colonies. Now, if [am not mistaken, we 
have drawn some 7,000 men from India, 
and we have drawn very largely from our 
garrisons in the Colonies, so that the 
prosposal of Her Majesty’s Government 
for providing for home defence 
incomplete, judged by the standard of 
Mr. Stanhope’s Minute, and must remain 
incomplete unless some provisionis made to 
restore the military establishment, in India 
and replace the troops which have been 


is 


taken from the garrisons. I will now 
turn for one moment to the Militia. The 


Militia is 30,000 short of its establishment. 
That is not a very pleasant state of things 
to contemplate. My noble triend said he 
hoped, by offering various inducements, 
to bring up that force to its full establish- 
ment. I have not a single word to say 
against any of these inducements, but, as 
the noble Marquess admitted, whether 
the proposals of the Government will 
bring the force up to its full strength 
or not can only be conjectured. It is not 
altogether pleasing to reflect that the 
safety of our homes may depend upon the 
realisation of a mere conjecture. [cannot 
help thinking what a better position we 
should be in now if the Bill which my 
noble friend the Secretary of State 
brought in a year ago had passed through 
Parliament. Iam not going to say any- 
thing on the subject of the ballot or com- 
pulsion of any kinc. Her Majesty's 
Government have decided against the 
application of compulsion in any degree. 
Well, that may be perfectly wise. I am 
not going to anticipate what will be said 
on the subject on Tuesday next, further 


than to say that, so far as | am personally 


concerned, I greatly dislike the idea of 
conscription, resort to the ballot, or com- 
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pulsion. But, at the same time, I am 
hound to confess that if I try to analyse 
the causes of my dislike I think they are 
due rather to prejudice to the term than 
to any sound argument that can be raised 
against the general principle that, to a 
limited extent at any rate, every citizen 
is bound to act for the protection of the 
country. 
steps the noble Marquess intends to 
adopt if these conjectures are not fulfilled. 


{LORDS} 


| 


| 


I should like to know what | 


| 


How long are we to wait to see whether | 
the Militia fills itself up to its proper | 


establishment, and, if it does not, what 
steps will be taken? As tothe Yeomanry, 
they are to be asked to devote one month 
to training. 
sory, I believe, but they are to have an 
opportunity of coming out for a month’s 
training. I do not believe that it is 
possible for the Yeomanry, as at present 
constituted, to devote a continuous month 
to training. In the same way the 
Volunteers are to be asked to give one 
month to training, and the Volunteer 
artillery three months. I have not the 


faintest doubt that both the artillery and | 


infantry Volunteers will be perfectly 
willing to give up a month, or even three 
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partially train a man at a short range. 
You can teach him to aim and to acquire 
that co-ordination of brain, nerve, and 
muscle which enables him to pull the 
trigger without jerking his gun, but to 
make a skilful rifle shot who is to be 
really valuable in modern warfare a long 
range is necessary. Ido not agree with 
Lord Tweedmouth that the most effective 
rifle firing during the present war has 
been at short range. I gather entirely 
the opposite from the correspondence 
which I have’ read, which shows 
that the lesson of the war is the 


great effectiveness of long distance 


That is not to be compul- | 
explained by the fact that the Boers fire 


rifle fire. Is not the difficulty of effective 
. . o* . 
scouting which we have experienced 


at such long distances that it is impossible 


for a scouting party to get near enough 
to obtain accurate information ? What 
ought to be done is to provide short 


'ranges wherever they can be used, and 
‘then when the men have acquired as much 


proficiency as can be obtained at short 
ranges they could be sent, not at their 
own expense, and with as little discomfort 
as possible, to go through a course of 


training at a long range. I was delighted 


months, if it is possible ; but, however | 


willing they may be, it will be absolutely 
impossible for them to do so. 
number of our Vownteers, both artillery 
and infantry, are artisans and men of 
that class. To lose the services of many 


A great | 


of his hands for such long periods would | 


ruin employers. They could not carry on 
their business. I know a case, by no 
means exceptional, what may be termed a 
small manufacturer, one half of whose 
men are Volunteers. It would be impos- 
sible for him to spare the men for a month 
and some of them for three months. The 
men themselves, with families dependent 
upon them, could not possibly afford it, 
and their withdrawal in any case would 
dislocate the trade of the country. I feel 
perfectly certain thatit would be less incon- 


with the statement, which I regard as the 
most hopeful ia the whole of the Govern- 
ment’s proposals, that we are to have a 
number of new batteries of field and horse 
artillery, and that the Volunteer artillery 
are to be rearmed with modern guns. I 
ventured the other day to say, Why not 
give the Militia artillery more modern 
weapons ? and was told that the Militia 


‘artillery were garrison artillery. That 
|is so; but is there any particular reason 
' why they should always remain garrison 


artillery ? Is there any reason, except the 
tangles of red tape, why the Militia should 


‘not contribute a certain number of field 


batteries tothe mobilearmy ? Even with 
the addition of these new batteries the 


| Army will not be so over strong with artil- 
‘that it would not be wise to use the 


venient if the training was compulsory, | 


because the trade of the country would | : 
then gradually accommodate itself to the | Secretary of State for War will consider 


The proposal of the | 


new conditions. 
Government is impracticable, and if 
carried out would destroy the Volunteer 


force. I hope the Government will | a 
‘friend said that it would consist of 15- 


provide more accommodation in the 
direction of rifle ranges. I do not at all 


trained gunners now existing in the 
Militia. I hope the noble Marquess the 


the advantage of allowing them a certain 
portion of field batteries. I do not know 


exactly what the armament of these new 


batteries is to be. I think my noble 


pounders and the 4:7in. semi-mobile gun. 


agree with what feli from the noble Lord | [t was stated in another place, by the 
opposi‘e, Lord Tweedmouth, on that 
point. I do agree with him that you can 


The Earl of Dunraven. 


| 


Under Secretary of State for War, that 
the rate of fire of the semi-mobile gun 
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was nearly five per minute. These guns 
are not what are commonly ealled quick- 
firing guns, but they are, [ suppose, 
titted with an attachment which mini- 
mises or prevents recoil, and therefore 
can be rapidly loaded and fired. I 
should greatly like to know, if it is a 
question upon which I can receive infor- 
mation, what is the normal rate of fire o 
the semi-mobile 4.7 in. guns as set out 
in the service instructions issued when 
this type of gun was adopted. I should 
like to know also whether any steps are 
to be taken to provide the Army with 
guns of heavier calibre, but capable of 
heing used in the field for defence. Is it 
not true that in South Africa the Army 
has had to filch from the Navy guns 
capable of competing against those used 
by the Boers? Are any steps being 
taken to supply this deficiency in the 
Army! There is no question about it 
that the Boers, in a most difficult country, 
(lo manage to move about guns of a size 
and weight which I presume our military 
authorities thought it was impossible to 
move in the field. Our military authorities 
must have known that the Boers possessed 
these guns, but did not anticipate that 
they could be used except in fortifications. 
I do not think this great question of 
artillery has received sufficient attention. 
Surely there can be no question that the 
lesson we have already learned through 
the disasters of this war is how potent a 
factor in future wars artillery and long 
range rifle fire must be. In fact, it is being 
brought home to us—very — forcibly 
brought home to us—that inventive 
genius and mechanical art and science 
will be almost a determining factor 
in wars of the future. Physical courage, 
nerve, and endurance will always have 
their value, because they are at the 
hed rock of everything ; but, to a degree 
that has never obtained before, the 
victory of war in the future will go to the 
side that makes the most intelligent use 
of inventive genius and of mechanical skill 
and science. I believe that in two 
respects we are as well situated as any 
country inthe world. I do not think any 
country has foundries that are superior to 
ours. I feel confident no nation can turn 
out more efficient skilled workmen than 
our trained gunners, but in the highly 
technical manufacturing skill necessary | 
for the most beautifully exact, minute por- 
tions which constitute the excellence of a 
perfect machine of destruction—one of | 
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these modern guns—I believe this country 
is lamentably behind. The very highest 
inventive genius of the country and the 
very highest skill of a mechanical nature 
ought to be at the disposition of the Army. 
I doubt very much whether it is, and I 
should like to have seen some indication 
that efficient steps would be taken to 
secure for our Army all the advantages 
which the highest inventive genius and 
mechanical art can provide. I do not 
think I take a very gloomy view of the 
situation ; on the contrary, I think [ am 


rather inclined to take a sanguine 
view. I sincerely hope that the proposals 


Her Majesty’s Government have made 
may turn out to be quite sufficient, but I 
greatly doubt it. I feel that it would be 
far wiser to make preparations greatly in 
excess of what might be needed than to 
make preparations which may not be 
quite enough. The nation and_ the 
Empire realise the issues at stake. They 
know that with the present struggle the 
Empire stands or falls, and with it the 
fulfilment or non-fulfilment of all that 
the Empire holds in trust for humanity. 
Do the Government realise it? We 
may hope, we may suppose, we may 
expect, but we have no right to act 
on the hope, supposition, or expec- 
tation that no further complications 
may arise which may render infinitely 
more difficult the difficult task we have 
to perform. I cannot see in the proposals 
put forward—and I should not think that 
I was doing my duty if I did not say so 

the provision of what seems to me 
adequate means to meet any difficulties 
and any eventualities which may possibly 
arise. 


*Lorp WENLOCK: My Lords, I will 
address myself to one point, and one 
point only, which has been touched wpon 
by the noble Earl, because I consider it is 
one of the most important that should be 
brought forward in connection with the 
proposals submitted by Her Majesty’s 
Government. I refer to the question of 
the supply of large guns to the Army. 
When we first became aware that a con- 
flict had actually broken out in South 
Africa, the one thing that impressed itself 
most upon me was that the British army 
in South Africa did not possess a single 
gun of the proper calibre to meet the 
guns which the Boers had brought against 
We had to fall back on the Navy, 
and we all know how well the Navy has 
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performed its work. But even now the | 


army in the field have to rely to a large 
extent upon the support which is given 
them by the Naval Brigade. The large 
howitzer batteries which have gone out 
from Woolwich are not sufficiently 
numerous, and we are in the undignified 
position of being forced to retire from 
positions we have taken up because the 
3oer guns are superior to our own and 
have rendered untenable positions which 
we otherwise could have held. I think 
the Government might have told us more 
clearly than they have done what steps 
are being taken to remedy this state of 
things. I presume that the War Office 
were advised that the mobility of guns 
ceased when they were over forty-two 
ewt. and that the Boer guns could not be 
moved, and should not, therefore, be 
taken into account. If they were not so 
advised, why are we in our present 
predicament ? The Boers, on the other 
hand, consulted experts who told them 
that these big guns could be mounted 
and moved and have shewn them how to 
do it, with the result we all knew. 1 
hope we shall have some assurance from 
the Government that this most important 
point is receiving attention. The mobility 
of these big guns is, I take it, a revelation 
to many people. One cannot help think- 
ing, now their mobility has been demon- 
strated, what would be our position if 
we did become involved with other 
nations. If we had a war with France 


how many Creusot guns of large calibre | 


should we find opposed to us, and what 
guns of equal power have we got to meet 
them? Or if we go to war with Germany 
how many large Krupp guns, and how is it 
proposed to meet them ? And if we were at 
war with Russia what combination of 
Creusot and Krupp guns with large guns 
of Russian manufacture should we be con- 
fronted with ? In anv of these eventuali- 
ties it would be unwise policy, even if it 
were possible, to indent on the nearest 
sritish man-of-war, to strip her of her 
guns and hurry them to the front in order 
to maintain our Army in the positions 
they had taken up. Unless we put our- 
selves, in this respect, on a real, sound, 
and proper footing we shall cease to be 
able to give our Army that efficient sup- 
port which it ought to have. I therefore, 


hope that her Majesty’s Government is 

fully sensible of the importance of this 

subject, and that my noble friend fully 

realises the spirit of the old saying, which 
Lord Wenlock. 
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was impressed upon both of us in our 
younger days —Vas est et ab hoste doceri. 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, I take 
this opportunity of expressing my _ pro- 
found disappointment at what [ consider 
the inadequate proposals of the Govern- 


/ment, and I desire in particular to express 


my disappointment at their summary 
rejection of the bare possibility of adopt- 
ing the principle of compulsory enlistment 
for the purpose of home defence. | 
believe Iam correct in stating that the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for War has admitted that, in a case of 
grave emergency, such a thing would 
possibly prove necessary, and I think it 
must strike many people that such a time 
of emergency has already arrived. With 
practically the whole of our professional 
Army locked up in South Africa in an 
effort to subdue the forces of two 
petty Republics, when we are obliged 
to draw on our last resources in order 
to supplement their numbers, and 
when it is apparent to everyone that if 
we were involved in difficulties in some 
other part of the world it would be 
impossible to despatch an  adeyuately 
equipped expedition, [ say a period of 
great national emergency has arisen. It 
is apparent that some serious effort should 
be made. Surely it would be possible for 
Her Majesty's Government to consult 
with responsible leaders of the Opposition 
and devise a rational scheme of home 
defence. If it were possible to effect such 
a combination, and if the suggestions 
made by this combined body were 
supported by the best military opinion, | 
believe the country would be ready, if 
required, to face the burden of com- 
pulsory service for national defence. I 
must express my deep regret that the 
Government havenotthought fit to try the 


experiment. The only argument I have 
heard advanced against compulsory 


service is that it is unpopular, Naturally 
it would not be popular; m no country 
is it popular. Every civilised country 
and semi-barbarous countries like Turkey 
have been obliged to adopt this principle, 
and to say that we are so superior to all 
foreign nations as to be able to do volun- 
tarily what they are only able to effect 
by compulsion is surely a. justification 
for that charge of national arrogance 
which is so frequently brought against us 
by our critics. The noble Marquess at the 
head of the Government, in a speech he 
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delivered a few days ago, commented 
upon one peculiarity of the British 
people, namely, that they insisted upon 
eating their cake and having it. Can 
there be any clearer instance of that than 
what we now witness? At present the 
ery of evervbody is for expansion. The 
Government, whether Conservative or 
Radical, is being constantly invited and 
encouraged to assume further liabilities 
in every quarter of the globe, yet, in spite 
of that, when a common-sense proposal is 
made that before anything else should he 
done our national defence should be 
established on a firm basis, it is scouted 
as foolish. It certainly appears to me, 
although I may be singular in this 
respect, that if the proposals of the 
Government are carried out they will 
constitute a great act of injustice. For 
this reason. Ever since the inception 
of the Volunteer movement the burden 
of home defence has been undertaken 
by a very minute fraction of the popula- 
tion-—in round figures, by some 400,000 
men out of a population of 40,000,000. All 
these years the burden of home defence 
has fallen on these 400,000 men, and, 
according to the Government proposals, 
it is intended to perpetuate this injustice 
wl infinitum. Why are the rest of the 
thirty-eight or thirty-nine millions living 
in this country to be relieved of their 
share of the burden? Why are those 
who have hitherto given their time and 
money to this purpose to be called upon, 
not merely to do what they have done in 
the past, but to do a great deai more, not 
0 double the services they have 
rendered, but to quadruple them! I do 
not claim to speak for more than one 
ranch of the Auxiliary forces. I am 
comected with the Yeomanry, and, so 
far as the proposals affect the Yeomanry, 
| confess that I look upon them with 
weat alarm. I can hardly conceive 
that the invitation which is to be addressed 
to them to perform four times the work 
they have done hitherto, and to increase 
their expenses fourfold, will meet with 
a favourable response. I confess I 
take an extremely despondent view of 
what their answer is likely to be. 
lwish to reiterate my deep disappoint- 
ment that the Government have missed 
‘magnificent opportunity, that they have 
uot risen to the level their supporters 
uid many of their opponents expected of 
them, and that, instead of adopting a 
hold and permanent plan, which would 
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have placed the country ona safe and firm 
footing, they have been content with tem- 
porary makeshifts, which can do little or 
nothing to remedy the evils which are 
admitted on all sides to exist. 


Lorp BLYTHSWOOD: My Lords, I 
congratulate the noble Marquess the 
Secretary of State for War on the large 
force which he has been able to place in 
South Africa. I do not think many 
Members in this House would have 
believed that we could have done it in 
the time. I wish particularly to draw 
the attention of your Lordships to what 
we have got toface. It is no use beating 
about the bush. We have got a very 
hard and a very difficult job to carry out, 
and if we succeed in it, that is all we can 
do. We have to support between 150,000 
and 160,000 men at the Cape : we have 
to keep up garrisons in Gibraltar, Malta, 
Aden, and Egypt; and we have to 
replace the 10,000 men withdrawn from 
India. That is the position, and I cannot 
see in the proposals of the noble Marquess 
that any provision has been made for 
meeting it satisfactorily. We are told 
that there are 98,000 Regulars in this 
country, but in reality this number is 
made up of men too old for active service 
and of others too young to be of any 
use. Recruiting, it is true, is very brisk, 
but I see the standard has been reduced 
to such an extent that a man can join 
the colows who is not as tall as his own 
rifle. How can we place these boys 
against grown men? No wonder some 
of them are taken prisoners and are now 
in Pretoria. We must look this matter 
in the face. How are we to provide the 
men we want, men of certain stature, of 
physique, and of a certain age—not under 
twenty? They should be between the 
ages of twenty-five and thirty-five. How 
are we to provide them? We are asked 
to do so by the ordinary means of 
recruiting, but we all know very well that 
that cannot do it. Is there no other way ? 
Perhaps by a patriotic call from the 
highest in the land to her people you 
might bring out 100,000 men. I think 
perhaps you might. I should be glad to 
see it done. I cannot say that I am 
enamoured of compulsion in any form; 
but when the country is face to face with 
a crisis which may be its utter ruin, | do 
not think I should be doing my duty to 
my Queen and country if I did not say 
that I have changed my mind and should 
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vote for the adoption of compulsory 
service. I honestly do not think the 
country has ever, at any time, been in 
such a serious condition as it is now. Our 
colonies have come forward in the most 
magnificent manner. Why? Because to 
a great extent they knew that the mother 
country was strong; they admired her, 
and they knew that united they would 
be able to stand, but they find that 
we are not even able to protect 
ourselves, and that we will not 
ask the manhood of the country to 
come forward and do their duty. Unless 
the men of the country show their readi- 
ness and willingness to bear their share 
of the burden of defence, the colonies 
may refuse to implicate themselves in 
the quarrels of Great Britain, and shut 
themselves upin their insular magnificence. 
Australia, New Zealand, and the other 
great colonies, of which we are so proud, 
will, in their own self-interest, leave us, 
and then what will become of the popu- 
lation in these isiands! Where will they 
get the trade that will enable them to 
buy the food which has to come in con- 
tinually for them! It is terrible to 
contemplate what may happen; vet all 
this may be averted if you ask the 
country to come forward patriotically and 
to take, what every other nation has had to 
take, compulsory military service. I do 
not think there is anything very difficult 
in it. All classes of men must be treated 
alike ; there must be no exceptions. At 
all events, the class which usually sits in 
this House have shown that they are 
perfectly willing to serve their country 
wherever they are wanted, and it isin the 
knowledge of all of us that many Members 
of this House have already gore out to 
South Africa. The objection to com- 
pulsion will not come from them, I am 
sure, and if their example is given I am 
certain that the workmen of the country 
will answer to the call. They have 
always been led by the intelligence of the 
country, and they will be led by it still. 
I am sure that your appeal to them will 
not go unanswered. If the Government 
do not ask the country to help themselves, 
and give them the means of domg it, in- 
stead of pottering on with these permissive 
measures, | am sure some serious disasters 
will come, and the responsibility will rest 
on those who have shirked their duty. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, I will not interpose very long in 
Lord Blythswood. 
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this debate, but I think it is not well that, 
on such a subject as this and at such a 
time, the discussion should be confined to 
one side of the House. The benches on 
this side do not indeed supply any fertile 
material for the continuance of the dis- 
cussion, but that is, perhaps, all the more 
reason why anyone who is not unwilling 
should attempt to do so. I am anxious, 
in the first place, to associate myself 
entirely, not with the remedy that the 
noble Lord who has just sat down has 
proposed, for that is a matter for more 
consideration than we can give it on an 
oceasion of this kind, but 1am anxious 
to associate myself with him entirely in 
his view of the gravity of the crisis in 
which we stand and of the total inace- 
quacy of the proposals of the Government 
to meet that crisis. What is our posi- 
tion! IT remember the other iiight that 
the noble Marquess opposite, in setting 
forth his scheme in a manner so 
lucid and so persuasive, seemed to 
complain a little that certain critics 
had said that this country was 
denuded of its Army and its Militia. | 
do not know of anyone who has said that 
except one authority, and that a very 
high authority. That is the First Lord 
of the Admiralty. At least twice in his 
speech he made use of the expression that 
this island was denuded of its troops and 
its Militia. That, surely, is a very grave 
state of affairs. The noble Marquess com- 
batted the statement, which, I think, he 
had forgotten was made by his own 
immediate colleague, and he brought 
forward some figures which I noted at the 
time, and which the noble Earl has 
criticised in more detail than I shall be 
willing or competent to do, but which 
inspired me, I confess, with no contidence 
in the War Office. He has produced a 
force, on paper, within these islands of 
409,000 men. That in itself is a force 
which should command respect even in a 
great military nation; but how is that 
body composed? It is composed of 
98,000 Regular troops. These Regular 
troops, I suspect, cannot stand a very 
searching analysis at the present moment. 
They are, I suspect, men who are too 
young to be sent to the front, and men 
who are required for the depots, and in any 
case there is a question to be asked about 
them. We are going to send 50,000 men 
out at once, not before they are needed, 
to reinforce our troops in South Africa. 
Are these 50,000 coming from the 98,000 
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Regular troops, or are these 98,000 
Regular troops left after the 50,000 have 
been sent out? The next item is 12,000 
Reserves. Have they been called out or 
are they at home? Then there are 
7,000 Yeomanry. There are, further, 
77,000 Militia. These, as I understand, 
cannot at present be embodied because we 
have no barracks to put them in. And, 
last of all, we have 215,000 Volunteers. 
Now, my Lords, is not this counting 
noses and endeavouring to blind our- 
selves to the facts? I have the highest 
respect for the Volunteers. They have 
given to their country their time and 


South African 


their energy, which have not, I under- 
stand, been always very cordially 


requited. 3ut can these 215,000 Volun- 
teers by any stretch of the imagination be 
called soldiers in the scientific sense of 
the term? It is perfectly certain that 
they cannot be. And why is it per- 
fectly certain they cannot be? It is so on 
the showing of the noble Marquess him- 
self, who recommends that they shall 
have a month’s training, or in the case 


of Volunteer artillery three months 
training, when the weather permits. 


The weather obviously does not permit 
at present. How has that proposal been 
received ? I venture to say with the 
unanimous condemnation of all the 
people whom it affects and concerns. I 
venture to say there is no large employer 
of labour in this country who sanctions 
such a proposal or believes it to be work- 
able. I will take one testimony. I like 
always to quote from colleagues or some 
ardent supporters of the Government. I 
will take the Svofsiman, a well known and 
respected paper, and more blindly devoted 
to the Government than any newspaper 
in these islands. The Srofsman sent a 
commissioner among all the employers in 
Edinburgh, hoping, I presume, to receive 
some benediction on the proposals of the 
Government, and possibly not without 
encouragement to some result. The pro- 
phets cursed the scheme instead of bless- 
ing it. They said it was hopelessly im- 
practicable ; that it could not be carried 
out, and that it would not be carried out. 
That is what becomes of making your 
215,000 Volunteers efficient. So much 
for defence. You are going to send 
out 50,000 men to South Africa. 
South Africa is a ravenous maw that 
demands many victims. You have 
now been at war since October 12th. 
During that time—the auspicious news of 
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‘this morning makes us hope that there 
may be yet better news to come—during 
that time you have been fighting on your 
own territories, you have not been able to 
advance an inch, you have performed 
glorious feats of arms, but feats of arms 
that have been absolutely unproductive. 
At the end of this time, when you are 
sending out 50,000 men to South Africa, 
you cannot but recollect that you have 
been sending out men by tens of thou- 
sands ever since this war began, and if 
these 50,000 men are exhausted and you 
want 50,000 more, what then? What 
then? “Oh,” you say, “it is indelicate 
to say these things. You are laying bare 
the nakedness of the country before 
foreign nations, and they may take advan- 
tage of it.” My Lords, foreign nations 
know our position quite as well! as we do, 
and better than some of us; better, if I 
may judge from the proposais of Her 
Majesty’s Government, than Her Majesty’s 
Government does. That is the position 
as regards the proposals of Her Majesty’s 
Government with respect tomen. There 
is one point on which I should like to 
ask a question, not of the noble Marquess, 
but of the member of the Government, 
whoever he may be, who represents the 
Board of Admiralty in this House. Are 
you going to do anything with regard to 
the Fleet in this critical position in which 
we stand? Is the Fleet going to be 
strengthened or to be mobilised? These 
are not things that can be discussed in a 
leisurely and debating fashion, spreading 
over fortnights or months, or even longer 
than that. The crisis is urgent, the 
danger is wpon you, and then you come to 
this House with proposals that in the 
month of May, when the weather allows, 
you will put the Volunteers, if they are 
willing to go there, under canvas, and 
then these islands and the Empire are 
safe. The position as regards South 
Africa is that we have been making war 
there for four months; we have never been, 
until this week, able to advance an inch 
into the enemy's country, and the enemy 
has been constantly and victoriously em- 
ployed on ours. But I do not keep my 
eye on South Africa alone. Can any man 
entrusted with the destinies of this 
Empire keep his eye on South Africa 
alone? South Africa is a very important 
part of the Empire, no doubt, but 
you have interests and engagements in 
every part of the world. You are 
known, on the confession of your own 
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Minister, to be denuded of troops at 
home. You are sending every available 
man and gun that you can spare to South 
Africa. What is the amicable disposition 
of foreign nations on which you can 
reckon, so that we shall be left unin- 
terrupted to pursue this war? I know 
there is nothing so unpopular, nothing so 
distasteful to the British public, and yet 
nothing so salutary, as to remind them of 
the opinion of foreign countries. But 
whether pleasant and salutary or not, in 
the crisis in which we are placed it is 
absolutely necessary to take notice of it. 
Where is the benevolent disposition of 
foreign countries on which, I suppose, 
the Government may be able to reckon 
when they make partial and incomplete 
military proposals to the country! I do 
not know. I confess I watch the situa- 
tion in Europe and elsewhere more 
closely than I watch the situation in 
South Africa. I know that last Decem- 
ber Her Majesty’s Government made 
public overtures to two great Powers 
for an alliance—-Germany and the United 
States—and those overtures, as far as we 
can gather from the proceedings in 
the German and American  Parlia- 
ments, were not received with any 
such cordiality as to encourage Her 
Majesty’s Government to pursue them. 
You had in France a debate the other day 
in which, I think, the French Govern- 
ment took a friendly and conciliatory 
course, but in which, certainly, the tone 
of the discussion was not likely to encour- 
age the people of this country in the 
belief that that friendliness would bear 
any great or alarming strain. 
Russia there is no Parliament, and I sup- 
pose that is a constitution which the 
noble Marquess would envy. But, at any 
rate, we see circumstances in Russia 
which make us pause. The ancient 
empire of Persia has been the witness, in 
these last days, to events to which 
England once would have had something 
to say, but which appear to pass without 
any protest from England, and perhaps 
without the possibility of any protest 
from England. When you see a want of 
amity on the part of foreign Powers, 
when you see transactions going on in 
which this country is interested and in 
which we have no longer a hand, I say it 
may be given to any of us, however 
lighthearted we may be, to pause and to 
ask the Government to take a large 


grasp of the situation and to make pro- 


The Earl of Rosebery. 
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posals to the country which are adequate 
to that situation. There are two divi- 
sions in which, I think, any such proposals 
naturally group themselves—those which 
are permanent and which are great ques. 
tions of reorganisation, which I freely 
admit should not be discussed now, and 
those which are temporary and which are 
suited to a great emergency like the 
present, and which should be as large and 
sweeping as you please. The main pro- 
position with regard to the emergency— 
one which seems to me to realise the 
greatness of the situation—is that for 
calling on old soldiers between twenty- 


‘five and forty-five years of age, and the 


noble Marquess estimated that there were 
170,000 men to come under the colours 
once more. True, from that source he 
did not anticipate above 20,000 men. 
That isa very slight basis on which to 
rely at a moment like this ; but, at any 
rate, it is a practical proposal, an emer- 
gency proposal, and one which I for one 
welcome as a very timely proposal. 
Now, my Lords, in that word “ timely ” 
lies a very great part of the question. 
The Government, to my thinking, have 
never been timely, and yet the essence of 
all modern warfare is that you should 


be, if possible, beforehand with 
your enemy. War was declared on 
October 11th, I think, and _ since 


that time you have been sending troops 
to the front. But immediately after that 
time, and at that time, the burgher 
soldiers were in possession of your terri- 
tory. They did know that time was 
the essence of the situation, and that, it 
seems to me, is what Her Majesty's 
Government havenever yet realised and do 
not realise now. When this little scheme 
is exhausted—hecause it is a_ little 
scheme, and a great part of it cannot be 
realised for some months yet-——how do 
you know you will not be com 
pelled to bring forward another? This 
scheme has already been proved to be too 
late in the day, and later on you will be 
compelled to produce another scheme of 
a much larger, of a much _ bolder 
character, and one for which, I believe, 
the country was and is perfectly pre 
pared. We have had one great example 
in this matter—the noble Lord who 
spoke last, I think, alluded to it—the 
example of the United States. The 
United States, in their great civil war, 
did not in time realise what a big 
business they had on hand. The 
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first call of Mr. Lincoln for troops | 
was for 75,000 men. His Secre- | 


tary for War, if I remember rightly, 
was anxious that the Cabinet at which 
that decision was arrived at should call 
for 500,000 men. The representative of 
the Treasury, if I remember rightly, 
objected to so large a call, and so a call 


was made in April for 75,000 men, and in | 
’ >] i 
army | 


December the United States 
amounted to 669,000; and by the time 
the war was completed how large do you 
suppese was the number of men that the 
United States had put in the field? Two 
and three-quarter millions! I do not 
wish to be misunderstood. If I leave 
these figures as I have stated them I 
shall be told, either by someone who 
follows me in debate or by some critic in 
the newspapers, that I am wanting you 
to raise 660,000 men, or 2,750,000 men. 
I want nothing of the kind. I want 
timely measures, and my view is that, if 
the United States had called for 500,000 
men instead of 75,000, they might never 
have needed any more soldiers at all. 
But you say, “ This is not a great crisis 
like that. That was a matter of life and 
death.” I say this is a matter of life and 
death. I completely adopt the words of 
the noble Lord opposite. I do not think 
the Government have the faintest notion 
of how in the country, in the streets, in 
any plaee where men congregate, the 
feeling of crisis, of overburdening crisis, 
of constant danger is present to the minds 
of men. This is a matter of life and death. 
Suppose—take the hypothesis for one 
moment, though we will not admit it as 
anything more for a single instant—that 
you should not be victorious in this war. 
Why, you lose South Africa. You could 
not show your face in South Africa again. 
If you lose South Africa you lose the 


principal column of your Empire, you lose _ 


the most imvo:tant base you have outside 
these islands. But if you lose South 
Africa you lose a great deal more than 
that. The noble Lord—I again quote his 
testimony—pointed out that, this Empire 
resting largely on prestige, these c lonies 
that have come so enthusiastically to our 
support have done so because they believe 
they are associating themselves with the 
most powerful Empire the world has ever 
seen. If you deprive them of that feeling 


the life of your Empire is threatened. 
You will be shut up in these islands, one 
of which I fear does not particularly love 
you, and your 
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islands will break away from you, and 
where it is without defence it will fall a 
prey to other nations. In the meantime, 
you alone with your Fleet will be im the 
midst of a Europe which has many scores 
to pay off, and will be only too ready to 
pay them off. If that be not a crisis, if 
that be not a matter of life and death, [| 
know not what is. 
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*THE Eart or LEVEN anp MEL- 
VILLE: My Lords, the noble Earl who 
opened this debate referred to the number 


of men the Government proposed to 


raise. There are two other points which, 
in my opinion, are of almost equal im- 
portance—namely, the time at which 
these men will be available and the 
time at which they will be efficient. 
I would ask Her Majesty’s Government 
what steps are being taken now at once 
to secure that these men will have every 
opportunity of making themselves 
thoroughly efficient, and also what date 
they think the men will be available. 
The prospect of Jooking forward to some- 
thing in the spring, when the weather 
permits, is not one which, in the crisis in 
which we stand to-day, the country will 
for one moment accept. I do not myself 
take the gloomy view of the noble Earl, 
and I cannot persuade myself that we 
have really come to that point when 
nothing but compulsory enlistment will 
provide the men we want. I believe there 
has never been a time in the history of 
the country when the spirit of the nation 
has been raised as it is to-day. Through the 
latter partof the recess—during November 
and December—wherever one went one 
heard thesame opinion expressed, that when 
Parliament met the country would hear 
what the Government were going to do 
to provide forces to meet the emergency. 
Parliament met, but no discussion took 


place until this week. The nation 
remained, as it were, in uncertainty 
for a _ fortnight longer, and now 


the Government have given us a list 
of problematical men, who may, within 
two or three months, possibly be avail- 
able, but whether they will be efficient or 
not we do not know. [ entirely agree 
with the noble Earl who has just spoken 
that the crisis in which we stand to-day is 
a very grave one. Our colonies look to 
us, and we look to the colonies. To- 
gether we stand or fall, and if it be 
proved that this country cannot protect 
our colony in South Africa, and that 


B 
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we must give way to a Government 
which is at once corrupt, ignorant, and 


tyrannical, the greatness “of En gland 
; erie Fl 

will be largely diminished. There 

is only one practical suggestion | 


would make as regards the etticiency of 
the men we are to raise. Can we not 
provide in every town and considerable 
village throughout the country short 
ranges such as Lord Tweedmouth has 
referred to? Itis a fact, which I think no 


riflewan will dispute, that what takes the | 


longest time to learn is to pull the trigger 
without moving the rifle, and that is a 
thing which may be learned in a very 
confined space. If the Government could 
institute throughout the country short 
ranges with rifles of the Army pattern, so 
that the elements of rifle shooting at all 
events might be acquired, it would give 
great satisfaction. Above all things I 
would implore the Government to waste 
no time. If four months ago we had 
done one quarter of what we are doing 
now we should not have had a twentieth 
part of the danger which now threatens us. 
That no foresight has been displayed is 
proved by the selection of Ladysmith, 
lying in a basin, commanded — by 
surrounding hills, and the piling in there 


{LORDS} 


' allotted. 


of supplies amounting to a million ster- | 
ling without taking the trouble to have a | 


map of any accuracy made of the hills 


which command the — road along 
which its supplies must go. Why 


were not the tunnels on the north blown 
up, and why were the northern railways 


allowed to remain, forming an absolutely | 


2asy and unbroken communication for the 


Boers? These things have happened in 
the past. We ask ourselves, What will 


happen in the future? The position is a 
very grave one, and i hope the Govern- 
ment will wake up to it. I hope we may 
come out of it without the risks and the 
dangers which many of us foresee, but of 
one thing I am confident, and that is that 
nothing will break the spirit of the nation. 
The more reverses there are the harder 
will the nation set its teeth, and victory 
will follow if only the men are provided. 

LAMINGTON: May I inter- 


*LORD 
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some time ago to have an interchange of 
regiments between this country and. the 
colonies. The advisability of that may 
for military reasons be questionable, but 
there is no doubt that great advantage 
would accrue from an “interchange ‘of 
officers and non-commissioned officers. [ 
think that after what we have seen of the 
work of the Colonial forces, and what 
they are capable of doing, the present is 
an opportune moment ‘to endeavour to 
bring into closer touch with one another 
the component forces of the different 
parts of the Empire. They have 
displayed the greatest adaptability and 
gallantry, and hav e proved what efficient 
service can be rendered by soldiers who 
without much barrack square training 
are able to use _ their intelligence. 
The present war has shown the value of 
such citizen soldiers, and whilst the noble 
Earl opposite disparages the length of 
training it is proposed to give to Volun- 
teer forces, it is probable that the methods 
of training are more faulty than the period 
There is another reason why 
this would be a fitting time to include the 
colonies in any rearrangement you may 


be making of our military system. In a 
short time your Lordships will have 
before you for your full, and, I trust, 


favourable consideration, the scheme for 


the federation of the various Australian 
colonies, by means of which greater 
uniformity of laws will be established, 


fiscal barriers removed, and by means of 
which the military forces of Australia 
will especially be strengthened and put 
on a more effective footing ; and I would 


/ ask if it would not be well to consider 
whether the present is not the time to 


‘a state of 


| place without outward pressure. 


pose for one moment before the noble | 


Marquess the Secretary of State for War 
replies. In his statement of — last 
Monday he referred to the intention of 
giving commissions to Colonial officers. 
I would ask whether 
could not be done. There was a proposal 


The Earl of Leven and Melville. 


they 


something more | 


bring about greater cohesion amongst 
all the forces of the Empire when the 
forces of Australia are, so to speak, in 
fusion and there is a 
re-organisation pending at home. It was 
remarkable that even amongst men best 
acquainted with the subject the opinion 
was freely expressed that the federation 
of the Australian colonies would not take 
The 
judgment and foresight of the people of 
Australia, however, have not waited for 
that, and it is a coincidence that at the 
same time that they are entering upon a 
larger sphere of their own national life 
are also sharing the obligations of 
the Empire and taking up arms in its 
support. It is of good augury that syn- 


' chronous with a political movement that 
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will enlarge her aspirations and add to 
her defensive strength, Australia, peopled 


by those of our own blood, should 
give us of that blood freely and 


voluntarily. This two-fold event can but 
strengthen the ties which bind our Em- 
pire. And it would be a further aid in 
this direction were the Government to 
mark their appreciation of the services of 
the Colonists by endeavouring to bring 
them into closer touch with the Imperial 
army, When revising oar military system, 


and this without injuring local action or | 


initiative. 


*THE MArQuEss OF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, we have been again taken to 
task this evening because our proposals 
are what has been termed experimental 
or conjectural. I ventured to say to 
your Lordships the other night that unless 
we were prepared to resort to some 
measure of coercion we could only trust to 
inducements, and so long as you only trust 
to inducements the effect produced must 
necessarily be a matter of conjecture. It 
is impossible to say when you offer cer- 
tain financial terms whether those terms 
will be sufficient to tempt those to whom 
they are offered, nor is it possible to say 
tv what extent those persons will be in- 
fluenced by that wave of patriotic enthu- 
siasm which is, [am glad to say, passing 
over the people of these islands. My 
Lords, the fact remains that those who 
object to our proposals because they are 
of an experimental kind must make up 
their minds to adopt the only other 
alternative, that, namely, which is to be 
found in some form of compulsion. I 
understood the noble Earl below the 
yangway to say that, while he accepted 
the views so strongly expressed from the 
henches behind me as to the inadequacy of 
our proposals, he did not associate him- 
self with the remedy which had been 
proposed. 


Tue Earn or ROSEBERY: I said 
it would require more consideration than 
could be given to it this evening. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
But what is the remedy which the noble 
Earl proposes ? 


THe EARL oF ROSEBERY: When I 


am Secretary of State for War, with a 
staff of experts, 
Marquess. 


I will tell the noble 
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*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
| That isa very good debating answer. I 
think we are entitled to at least ask him 
| to indicate what other directions there 
, are than those in which we are attempting 
to work. And the criticism which I 
make on the speeches addressed to the 
House this evening is that, with the one 
exception of the suggestion in favour of 
the Militia ballot, no useful suggestion 
has been made to us as to the means by 
which we might produce a larger armed 
force than that which we contemplate as 
the result of the present proposals. The 
noble Earl below the gangway referred to 
‘one step the importance of which I 
think has not been sufficiently recog- 


nised. I refer to the offer we 
intend to make to that large body 


of ex-soldiers who are to be found 
among the civil population—the offer 
of service at home for a term of one 
year only. We believe that a large 
number of these men will be likely to 
accept the conditions of service which we 
are ready to offer to them, and if we are 
successful in obtaining a number of these 
men, surely that is, to use the expression 
of my noble friend, Lord Dunraven, a 
valuable military asset. It is quite true 
that I mentioned 20,000 as the number 
on which me might fairly count, but I am 
not at all prepared to say that that 
number may not be very much larger. 
We are in this difficulty, that if we put a 
low estimate on the result we are told 
that our proposals are trivial and do not 
rise to the importance of the occasion ; 
if, on the other hand, we credit ourselves 
with a liberal measure of success, we are 
told that we are over-sangnine, and that 
our proposals are mere matter of con- 
jecture. The noble Earl who spoke 
first found fault with us because we had 


‘said nothing about measures for the 


permanent improvement of the Army, for 


the improvement of the War Office, for 


improvement in the strategy and tactics 


of the Army, and for revision of 
the proporiion between the different 
arms of service; but then, having 


made that complaint, he went on to 
say—lI thought with great justice—that 
these were organic changes which we 
could not possibly be expected to under- 
take at a moment like the present. I 
think that is a view which is held by the 
greater portion of the public ; but let me 
say as emphatically as I can that Her 
Majesty’s Government recognise, and to 
the fullest extent, that there are great 
B 2 
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and important lessons to be learnt from 
the experience of a war like this, and it 
is our intention to take those lessons to 
heart and profit by them. And let me 
add this also, with regard to some com- 
plaints which have been made as to the 
conduct of the operations, whether at 
home or abroad, that we certainly do not 
shrink from the fullest inquiry into all 
these events, provided that inquiry takes 
place at a time when it will not impede 
or interfere with those who are respon- 
sible for the conduct of military affairs in 
this country. My noble friend asked me 
several questions with reference to the 
figures of which I made use in my state- 
ment. I have been asked whether the 
50,000 men to whom I referred as being 
either on their way to or under orders 
for South Africa were an addition to the 
number which I mentioned as having been 
sent out during the months of October, 
November, December, and January. Of 
those 50,000 men some have gone, and | 
have no doubt some of them would be 
included in the number I mentioned as 


having gone out in the month of 
January. But these 50,000 men 
are not men whom we are going 


to send out in the remote future; they 
are men already under orders and will be 
despatched within, I imagine, the next 
few weeks. I mentioned this because 
there seemed to be an impression that we 
were doing nothing, and that the stream 
of troops which had been poured into 
South Africa during the winter was 
going to be allowed to dry up suddenly. 
That is not the case. Up to the present 
Lord Roberts has not asked us for more 
than the troops ordered to go out, but 
we have other troops in readiness, and if 
he asks for them we shall send them. As 
to the 200,000 men I referred to as the 
force which would be in South Africa by 
the time these reinforcements reach the 
seat of war, of course they do not include 
the killed or missing. Allowance has 
been made for those. The noble Lord 
next asked me if I included the drafts 
which had been sent out. I did include 
them. Drafts have been sent out to 
make good the casualties. With regard 
to the figure of 110,000 which I gave to 
the House as the number of Regular 
soldiers still in the country, it includes 
eight regiments of cavalry, twenty 
batteries of artillery, and, I think, seven- 
teen battalions of infantry. It includes 
besides a certain number of men at the 
depots, but not the permanent staff of 


The Merquess of Lansdowne. 
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auxiliary forces, and a certain number of 
Reservists who have not yet been called 
up to join their battalions. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: May [I ask if 
the 50,000 who are to be sent out are in- 
cluded in this number 14 


*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
No. The 50,000 include a certain 
number of Militia who are going out. 


The 110,000 are all Regulars. 


*Lorp WENLOCK: Are the eight 
regiments of cavalry fully horsed ? 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
The Household Cavalry are not fully 
horsed, but we intend to horse them fully. 
A noble Earl suggested that I counted 
some of my men twice over, and he cited 
as an instance the twelve new battalions 
which I told him were to be composed 
partly of Reservists and partly of young 
soldiers belonging to other battalions of 
the same regiment. It is perfectly true 
that to the extent to which those 
battalions are so composed _ those 
battalions are not an addition to th 
Army, but they are an addition to th 
number of organised units of the Army, 
and that is a point of some importance. 
But I do not include the twelve new 
battalions in my total of 400,000 men. 
It is suggested there might have been 
similar duplication in the matter of 
recruits. The figures I gave had refer- 
ence entirely to the recruits of the Line 
and had no reference to Militia recruits. 
I was asked several questions by noble 
Lords with regard to guns. I heard 


with regret the statement made by 
a noble Lord (Lord Wenlock) that 
in his belief this country — had 


fallen lamentably behind other countries 
in the matter of artillery. I did not 
know that the question as to the quality 
of artillery was to be raised this evening, 
otherwise I should have been prepared to 
discuss it if my noble friend wished it. I 
may say to-night, however, that, having 
paid some attention to the matter, I do 
not believe there is the slightest founda- 
tion for the charge that, either in regard 
to field artillery or in regard to heavier 
arms, this country has been left behind 
by other countries. I believe, on the 
contrary, that our guns, comparing them 
with other guns of the same date, are 
fully able to hold their own. The gun 
which we placed in the hands of the field 
artillery in 1896 was, I believe, as good 








4] 


a fielc 
the t 
now 
batter 
of wh 
have | 
fear 
can 
it. V 
that « 
the gt 
evider 
contra 
the en 
in Sov 
fact tl 
super 
field a 
*LOR 
addres 
guns, 


*THE 
noble - 
supplic 
heavy 
the no 
force v 
and it 
or, I | 
supply 
of that 
probler 
be at « 
a gun 
engagit 
and ar 
it is n 
George 
ment ¢ 
kind wi 
When | 
the cla 
with hi 
rail fro 
small g 
one ; b 
show th 
behind 
What 
this. \ 
of our / 
howitze 
ment of 
animad 
proposa: 
ing of t 
plaint 
inadequ 
upon 











of 
led 


CaF 


in- 


E: 
ain 
ut. 


sht 


E: 
lly 
lly. 
-ed 
ted 
ons 
sed 
ing 
; of 
rue 
ose 
Ose 
th 
th 
my, 
1¢ce. 
lew 
en. 
een 
of 
fer- 
sine 
lits. 
yble 
vard 
by 
hat 
had 
ries 
not 
lity 
ing, 
d to 
I 
ving 
I do 
nda- 
gard 
vier 
hind 
the 
hem 
are 
gun 
field 
ood 








4] South African 


afield gun as any gun in any service at | the 


the time. The new field gun which is 
now under manufacture for the new 
batteries is, I believe, a gun in the design 


{15 FEBRUARY 1900} 


of which the most modern improvements | 


have been included, and which need not 


| it 


fear comparison with any gun that 
can be produced to compete with 
it. When I hear these assertions made | 


that our guns have been outclassed by 
the guns opposed to them, I ask on what 
evidence does that statement rest ? On the 


contrary, I find throughout the reports of | 


the engagements which have taken place 
in South Africa continual reference to the 
fact that our field artillery has shown its 
superiority, and in action has silenced the 
field artillery of the enemy. 


*LorpD WENLOCK: My reference was 
addressed solely to the larger form of 
guns, and not to the field artillery. 


*THE MARQUESSOF LANSDOWNE: The 
noble Lord suggests that we should have 
supplied Sir George White’s army with 
heavy semi-mobile guns. I can _ tell 
the noble Lord that Sir George White’s 
force was equipped asa mobile field force, 
and it is not usual either in this country 


or, I believe, in any other country, to | 


supply a mobile field force with guns 
of that description. I believe that the 
problem of discovering a gun which shall 
be at once a fairly mobile gun and also 
a gun of great power and range is 
engaging the attention of our artillerists 
and artillerists on the Continent ; but 
it is not a problem solved yet, and Sir 
George White’s force have the full equip- 
ment of artillery which a force of that 
kind would naturally have furnished to it. 
When you come to oppose field guns of 
the class which Sir George White has 
with him to heavy siege guns brought by 
rail from Pretoria, it is clear that the 


small gun will be outclassed by the large | 


one ; but I do not find any evidence to 
show that, gun for gun, our artillery is 
behind the artillery of other countries. 
What 


| we are at present doing is 
this. We are adding to the equipment 


of our Army corps a brigade division of 
howitzers in addition to the full comple- 
ment of field guns. Another noble Lord 


animadverted on the inadequacy of the | 
proposals made with regard to the train- | 
I think the com- | 


ing of the Volunteers. 
plaint is not so much as to their 
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Volunteer force would not 
be likely to submit to them. I think 


there has been some misapprehension 
with regard to these proposals for training 
Volunteers. It is quite true that the 
period of one month was mentioned. I 
am not quite sure whether I mentioned 
as the period for which training 
might go on. But it was not our inten- 
tion that this training should be an annual 
training. It was, on the contrary, an 
emergency training special to this year. 
Nor did we intend that it should be obli- 
gatory on all Volunteers to spend the 
whole of that month in camp. We desire 
that the conditions should be as elastic 


|as possible, made to suit the convenience 
‘of different corps or of different men 


within the corps. I think it is quite 
likely, for example, that if there were a 
camp open to the corps for a month you 
might find men very glad to go into camp 
for a half or two-thirds of that time 
for training. We shall, at any rate, 
do our best to suit the convenience 
of the Volunteer force, and we shall 
make it our business to ascertain from 
the commanding officers of Volunteer 
corps what are the conditions to which 
their men would most readily submit. 
There was a suggestion made with regard 
to the Militia artillery. I think it was to 
the effect that although the greater part 
of the Militia artillery is told off for duty 
in fortresses it might be desirable to give 
power to the Militia artillery to train 
with field guns, and thereby render the 
force qualified to act as field artillery. 
That is a suggestion that seems to me not 
unreasonable, and I should be glad to have 
it considered. With regard to the 
general scope of our proposals, I regret 
that some of your Lordships seem to 
think that they are not sufficiently large 
for the occasion. To me it seems, using 
the materials which we have ready to 
hand, that they are proposals which should 


‘enable us to continue to send adequate 
| reinforcements to the theatre of war, and 
also to place our home Army in a state of 


sufficient efficiency for the defence of 
these islands. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I think that one of the peculiar 
features of this debate has been the fact 
that noble Lords who have taken part in 
it have almost without exception ex- 


inadequacy as that we are insisting pressed themselves as being dissatisfied 
that | with the proposals which the Government 


upon conditions so onerous 
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has made. 
cannot be ascribed to any party feeling ; it 
must be ascribed to the deep conviction 
of every one of the noble Lords who has 
expressed that view. I will refer also to 
the remarkable speech made by my noble 
friend Lord Rosebery, who put the 
matter, I think, most wisely, on the widest 
ground. I will not enlarge much on the 
topic which he has presented far better 
than I could to the House; but I 
cannot help saying that personally, and 
speaking with some knowledge of our 
relations with foreign Powers generally, I 
feel all the dangers of the situation quite 
as strongly as my noble friend. I see all 
around us a temper displayed by our 


neighbours which must make every 
thoughtful man pause and _ reflect 
m the conditions of the situation 
in which we find ourselves. It is 


iseless to conceal from ourselves that fact. 
There is one particular point which was 
aot referred to by my noble friend, but 
vhich is always very present to my mind, 
and which, I am sure, is fully appreciated 
‘y the noble Marquess who has just 
spoken—I mean the ever present ques- 
tian of our Indian frontier. [am _ not 
now ascribing to Russia—I should be 
very sorry to do it—direct designs to 
attack us in India, but the noble Marquess 
knows as well as I do how unstable is the 
position of that frontier. He knows as 
well as I do that one event—TI hope it is 
by no means near—namely, the death of 
the Ameer of Afghanistan and the conse- 
quences that may follow—must always be 
present to the mind of everyone who has 
had any connection on the one hand with 
India and on the other hand with foreign 
affairs. Although I do not ascribe any 
direct hostile intentions to Russia at the 
present moment, I cannot overlook the fact 
that there is going on a movement of 
troops in that direction which, if not 
menacing, shows at least that the possi- 
bilities of the future are never absent 
from the mind of the Russian Govern- 
ment. While I honour the peaceful 
intentions of the present ruler of Russia, I 
must point out to your Lordships that even 
such a ruler as that has not entire power 
over questions of this kind. There are in 
Russiathree powerful motives whichalways 
actuate the Russian Government in their 
conduct of affairs. One of these is the 
power of the Orthodox Church of Russia ; 
the other is the strong national Slav feel- 
ing which exists throughout the nation . 


The Earl of Kimberley. 


{LORDS} 


This expression of opinion { and the third is the Army. 
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No Emperor, 
however powerful, can afford to disregard 
the views and the opinions which per- 
meate the Army ; and there might easily 
arise a state of things when, peaceful as 
might be the intentions of the ruler of the 
Empire, he might find it extremely difficult 
to resist the pressure put upon him. I ask 
you to suppose—and we must take into 
our consideration conjectures not only as 
to what our force may be, but also as to 
what may be required of it—that this 
great question of the Indian frontier were 
to be raised. You have in India a garvi- 
son never too large, and at this moment 
diminished by 10,000 men. Where are 
you to find the troops—seasoned troops 
they must be—in case of emergency to 
reinforce your Army in India! There 
will always be a feeling of insecurity, and 
in the present condition of things a feel- 
ing amounting almost to alarm. There is 
also one other department of the Empire, 
as I suppose I must now call it, and a not 
unimportant one—the Soudan. It is 
more than a year ago that we had a dis- 
cussion on that subject. [I then ventured 
to say that, whilst I did not deny that, in 
the position in which the Government were 
placed with respect to their responsibilities 
in Egypt, it was probably impossibie for 
them not to make an advance to reconquer 
the Soudan, vet it gaverise to very grave re- 
flections on consideration of the heavy 
responsibilities which it brought with it. 
The other day we had some indications of 
what might happen: but I trust that at 
the present time the alarm may have 
subsided. That is precisely the point 
which I wish to bring out—that if you 
have a large continental possession garri- 
soned by men raised from the people of 
the country who are all Mohammedans- 

if you have to hold in that way territory 
of vast extent, inhabited by a very war- 
like population, where, as I know from 
the best authority, white troops cannot 
be stationed for any length of time, then, 
according to all precedents, there may 
some day be a serious danger of mutiny, 
unless you are abie very rapidly to send 
troops from Egypt to support it. Well, 
now, is the Government satisfied that if 
such an emergency should occur we 
could meet it? It has been pointed 
out by the noble Marquess at the 
head of the Government, in  ianguage 
far more impressive than I can command, 
how we have heaped heavy new responsi- 
bilities on the Empire ; and _responsibili- 
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ties of a new kind, because they cannot be 
met simply by our stronger naval forces. 
You cannot send a fleet to Khartum or to 


{15 Fesruary 1900} 


Afghanistan ; and that is what presses | 


upon the mind of every man in this 


country. How are we to discharge these | 
great responsibilities, which do not press | 


less heavily upon us because we have 
the terrible additional responsibity of 
the war in which we are now engaged ? 
The noble Marquess said that the com- 
plaint was that the scheme of the 
Grovernment was to a large extent con- 
jectural. Some of the dangers, no doubt, 
are also conjecture ; but are we to place 
ourselves in this position—that if the 
hypothetical dangers turn out to be real 
(and there is a possibility of it, beyond 
a doubt) we must rest content with 
conjectural means to meet them! We 
want to know this from the Government, 
and we havea right to know it. Are the 
Government as a whole, looking to all 
these considerations, which are felt 
dleeply throughout the country, satisfied on 
their own responsibility that their conjec- 
tures have at all events some substantial 
foundation? Are they satisfied that they 
“an Within a reasonable time provide such 
aforce as is necessary to discharge the 
responsibilities of the Empire? But 


when the Government say that they | 


cannot tell us what will be the result of 


their measures, they leave us in a state | 


ot conjecture and apprehension—appre- 
hension which we cannot disguise. In 


saying this Tam not speaking as a party | 


man at all. I am simply speaking from 
my deep feeling, as an Englishman, that 
there is a danger of a remarkable kind 
pressing upon us, and that the Govern- 
ment have not risen to the full height of 
the responsibilities of their position. 


_ THE PRIME MINISTER anp SECRE- 
TARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 


AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALISBURY): | 


My Lords, I do not know whether the 


noble Karl thinks that the kind of speech | 


which he has just delivered is the one 
which is most valuable to the country in 
the present circumstances. A more 
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course which it is likely to take. I can- 
not discuss the health of the Ameer of 
Afghanistan. I have not lately had any 
account of it; but I have every reason 
to believe that it is as satisfactory as we 
could wish ; but of course nobody’s health 
gets more satisfactory as years roll on. 
In the same way, with respect to whether 
our forces are adequate for our work in 
South Africa, and whether, in respect of 
what has been done, we are liabletocensure 
or not—whether it is true, as my noble 
friend said, that we have always been too 
late, that we have neglected opportunities 
which we might have taken—these are all 
matters on which, if my words did not go 
beyond this room, I should gladly accept 
the challenge of the noble Earl. But we 
have been told, and told very rightly, that 
we cannot discuss matters which led to 
the outbreak of the war, or which relate 
to the conduct of it, without full inquiry 
which would apportion responsibility 
where it ought to fall, and give an oppor- 
tunity to all men to defend their position. 
I am shut off from discussing those ques- 
tions altogether. I am shut off also from 
many of the foreign considerations which 
the noble Lord has thought it right to 
raise. 1 do not think even that the con- 
dition of the Soudan is a matter which [ 
am bound to discuss at the present 
moment, except to say that it has been the 
subject of much exaggeration and of very 
interested exaggeration. But as far as we 
know—guided as we are by judgment of 
exceptional value—we need not apprehend 
any danger from that quarter. The noble 
Lord quoted words of mine which Sir 
William Harcourt did me the honour to 
quote in the other House—words which [ 
used, I think, two years ago—as to the 
danger of overstraining the resources of this 
country by extension of Empire. I used 
those words at that time because there was 
abroad in the public mind a state of feel- 
ing in respect of China, on which I looked 
with great apprehension. That has 
passed by, an: I can mention it freely 
now. But undoubtedly, if we had been 


| swept away by that feeling then and had 
'entered upon military engagements in 


gloomy collection of lugubrious vatici- | 


nations I never heard. 


I am sorry that | 


} 


[ cannot speak as freely as the noble Earl ; | 
but I am headed off from questions on | 
the discussion of which he very frankly | 


the character of the Russian Government, 


I cannot enter upon | 


or of the strings which guide it, or the | 





China, our present position would be 
embarrassing indeed. But I do not admit 
that the trouble which we are now in is 
due to any expansion of Empire. Never 
was there a less relevant observation. 


Tue EArt or KIMBERLEY : What I 


said was relevant in this way—that this 
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extension of Empire required a greater 
military force. 


Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: 
Our present difficulties arise entirely from 
this war with the two Republics, and cer- 
tainly have not arisen out of any exten- 
sion of empire. I think I have already 
had the honour of telling my noble friend 
that they arise mainly from certain mis- 
calculations made in 1881 and 1884. But, 
be that as it may, I feel an equal difficulty 
in entering now upon the question of the 
resources which this country might have 
at its command in certain contingencies, 
which itis very easy for practised orators 
to conjure up. I do not myself think 
that those contingencies are at hand, or 
are likely to be at hand. But I do say 
that we cannot discuss the situation and 
the probable resources of this country 
without necessarily indulging in a good 
deal of conjectural matter. Nobody in 
this House, except two of my noble 
friends behind me, has faced the question 
of compulsory service. Every other 
nation depends for its defence on com- 
pulsory service, and has for some 
time done so. We stand alone in 
the world in refusing it. But if 
we refuse it we have no precedents to go 
py. We cannot appeal to their example ; 
we cannot say, “See, other nations have 
tried it, and this has failed, and that has 
not.” We start by pursuing a_ road 
entirely different from theirs, a road 
which, on a large scale, no nation has 
pursued before us. It is the will of the 
people, and it is not to be disputed ; but 
it must necessarily lead us to conjecture 
as to what are the resources which we 
have at our disposal. It must be con- 
jectural, because, as I say, we have no 
examples and no precedents to guide us. 
All that we know is that we are cut off 
from the resource which every other 
nation possesses. We can only use per- 
suasion and inducement; and how can 
the effects of persuasion and inducement 
which have never before been tried to the 
same extent be otherwise than conjec- 
tural? What possibility is there of see- 
ing into the mind of the Volunteer, or 
Militiaman, or enlisted recruit, and of 
ascertaining to what extent he will respond 
to the inducements which we offer? The 
noble lord said that, while every 


other Minister can tell you pre-| 


cisely by looking merely at statistics 
what force you can bring into the field, 
The Earl of Kimberley. 
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you hold before us now. 
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with us there never can be anything but 
a question of judgment and hypothesis, 
and if the noble Lord complains that in 
our case it is only a matter of conjecture, 
I can only say that the absurdity does 
not lie in our intentions and calculations. 
It does not lie in anything with which 
we can properly be charged. It lies in 
the essence of human affairs. It lies in 
that form of military organisation which 
you have deliberately chosen, to which 


you deliberately adhere, and which in its 


nature is and must remain conjectural. | 
think, therefore, that attacking us because 
we do not spread forth an exact picture 
of the resources which we can have at 
our disposal, while all the time our critics 
carefully avoid discussing the alternative, 
the only alternative that is possible, the 
alternative that is present to everybody’s 
mind—I think that that is nct a fashion of 
controversy which: will aid us in achiev- 
ing a very satisfactory result. I must 
separate myself from some of the pessi- 
mistic language used by the noble Lord 
this evening, because, from looking at 
history, I see that England at several 
times has begun her wars under very 
poor conditions. I ventured some time 
ago to recommend the noble Lord to read 
the early days in the life of the Duke of 
Wellington—about the time of the Con- 
vention of Cintra. 


THE EArt oF KIMBERLEY: Oh, I 
have read them. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
Then I hope the noble Lord will admit 
that if he had been living at that time 
he could have made even a more gloomy 
speech than he has made now. I do not 
know what he would have said of the 
Walcheren Expedition. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: I think 
we should both have agreed there. 


THE MARQuUEssS OF SALISBURY: We 
can both of us remember the beginning of 
the Crimean War, and I think the noble 
Lord, while not in a responsible position 
in the Cabinet, was in office at that time. 
I remember the kind of comments which 
the leader of the then Opposition, Mr. 
Disraeli, made in the months of Novem- 
ber and December, 1854, about the con- 
dition to which England was reduced. 
We had precisely the difficulties which 
We could not 
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then get men. We had to engage 
foreigners. I remember that Dover 
Castle was, I think, occupied by a 
number of Germans, and so we were 


unable, without appealing to foreign 
assistance, to provide the necessary 


troops for our Army in the field. I 
remember Mr. Disraeli’s denunciations 
of “the mercenary cut-throats ” which 
we had to employ and the remonstrances 
we received from foreign countries on 
account of that expression. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: I 
defended them and was violently 
attacked. 


THE MARQUESS OF SALISBURY : That 
war had been going on, I think, for some 
seven or eight months after the declara- 
tion of hostilities, yet we came out of it 
all right, and we came out of the Penin- 
sular War in the same way, though I will 
not say exactly the same thing about the 
Walcheren expedition. On the whole, I 
do not think that our fathers allowed 
themselves to be discouraged by so short 
a period of misfortune. As to the present 
war, we hope that even now the change 
in the tide is coming ; but, at all events, 
we can take a lesson from the example of 
those who have gone before us, not to 
allow ourselves to be cast down or dis- | 
couraged by difficulties produced by a | 
very remarkable conjunction of military 
development and political events. We are 
convinced that now, as generally and as 
almost always in the past, we shall bring 
our undertakings to a successful issue, and | 
we do not think that any attempt to | 
wrench the institutions of the country or | 
to bring before the minds of the people | 
dangers which do not really exist will | 
lead us to ultimate success. What we | 
propose is what we believe will be ade- | 
quate for the emergency that is now | 
before us. Wedo not realise or believe | 
in the contingencies that you represent to | 
us; but, of course, nothing is certain in | 
this world. Contingencies may arise! 
which we have no means of foreseeing ; | 
dangers may appear which now we do not 
fear. When the time comes we shall | 
meet them, I hope, with a stout heart, 
and we shall steadily persevere in the 
course which we have undertaken. We 
shall give to the utmost extent the full 
expression of the free valour and enter- 
prise of this country—that course which 
has always hitherto led us to the safety 
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of the Empire and to ultimate victory— 
and we do not think that any advantage 
is now to be obtained by taking a gloomy 
view, or by resorting to experiments that 
have never been tried before. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
the speech the noble Marquess has just 
made is one which was full of historical 
reminiscence, but which has not, I think, 
in the smallest degree alleviated the 
apprehensions and uneasiness which sit 
on the minds of most of your Lordships. 
We wanted to know what steps the 
Government were going to take in order 
to organise the valour and the patriotism 
of the inhabitants of this empire. Of 
that we have not been told a word. In- 
deed, I think to-night we are left even 
more in the dark than we were at the 
beginning of this discussion. On Monday 
night I certainly understood the Secretary 
of State for War tosay that he hoped by 
the end of this month there would be 
200,000 British troops in South Africa, 
and that there would be 50,000 more to 
follow. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
I said nothing of the sort. I stated that 
50,000 men were ordered, or on their 
way, to South Africa. I did not say they 
were extra to the 200,000. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: That was 
the impression given to me, and I think 
if the noble Marquess will read the 


report of his speech as given in The Times 


he will see that it is a legitimate con- 
clusion to draw from the report. On the 
other hand, we now hear that these 
50,000 men who have been put forward 
as the reserve force which is to go into 
South Africa for the prosecution of the 
war are to be produced by a certain 
number of men who are now on the sea, 
and that, besides that, the number of the 
Militia to remain in this country is also 
to be reduced to make up the 50,000. 
Even if the operations of Lord Roberts 
are successful on the Modder River, 
and a way is found to get round 
the “entanglement” of Ladysmith, 
we shall still have before us large opera- 
tions. We shall require to advance 
through the Free State. We shall have 
to provide for an ever-lengthening line of 
communication, and we should be pre- 
pared to send out to South Africa a con- 
tinuous flow of troops—10,000 a month 
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in a satisfactory manner. The noble 
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—if we are to carry out these operations | took place last year in Belgium. There the 
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British marksmen—men picked from the 


Marquess has stated that the criticisms | ranks, and practically the best shotsin Great 


from this side of the House have been 
based upon the fact that the figures of the 
Government are conjectural and uncer- 
tain. I think the noble Marquess might 
have done away with much of the con- 
jecture by offering larger inducements to 


men to join both the regular Army and | 


the Militia. More and more has the cost 
of labour increased throughout the 
country, and more and more is it neces- 
sary, if you are going to get men from 


| particular competition. [| 


| practical one. 


the labouring classes to voluntarily join | 


the ranks, to secure to them advan- | 
tages similar to those which they 
would have if they remained in 


civil life. Throughout this discussion 
not one word has been said as to increas- 


Britain—came out very low indeed; they 
occupied the fifth place, I believe, amongst 
the various nationalities who competed. 
Curiously enough, the Belgian and the 
Swiss marksmen were men who had been 
trained at short ranges, and who had only 
fired at long ranges in practising for that 
think that 
proves that my argument is a sound and 
The noble Earl also found 
fault with me-for saying that the most 
effective shooting during the present war 
had been at comparatively short range. | 
adhere to that opinion. At Colenso, 


‘where, [ suppose, the marksmanship of 


ing the pay of soldiers of the Regular | 


Army, yet such a proposal would do much 
to increase the number of men who 
would be prepared to join the Army. 
More than once to-night reference has 
been made to the manner in which the 
Volunteers are to be treated. 1 am sure 


it is impossible to expect Volunteers to go | 


out into camp for a month in the year, 
and I do not believe it is necessary to 
give Volunteers so much training in large 
numbers. I believe their training can 


be sufficiently attended to in small bodies, , 


and that plenty of company drill, given, 


perhaps, early in the morning or late in | 
before the debate on the Militia comes on 


the evening during the summer months, 


would do much to fit the Volunteers for | 
active service if they were called upon, | 


especially if some additional facilities and 
inducements were given them to become 
first - rate shots. The Volunteers of 
this country, after all, are not, as 
a body, first-rate shots. I believe 
50 per cent. of them never get 
out of the third class. Both soldiers and 
Volunteers alike are starved in amuni- 
tion for the purpose of practice. The 
noble Earl who opened this discussion 
said he differed from me in my remarks 
about ranges. 
hended me. Ido not for a moment say 
that a man can become the very best of 
shots by simply practising at short ranges. 
What I said was that all the essentials of 
rifle shooting could be attained by prac- 
tice at short ranges, and that when men 
were efficient at short ranges they could 
be taken to long ranges. 
proof of the truth of what I say is to be 


The noble Earl misappre- | 


A very singular | 


the Boers came in more effectively than 
anywhere else, 800 yards was the extreme 
distance of the Boer riflemen from our own 
men. It is impossible to make good 
practice at 1,000, 1,200, and 1,500 yards ; 
if it is done it is more by a fluke than 
good management. I regret that the 
Government have not been able on this 
occasion to explain and extend their state- 
ment with regard to their proposals to 
carry on the war with success. I hope 
the plans they have made will prove 
successful and sufticient ; but if they do 
not, on the Government will be the 
responsibility. 

Viscount FALKLAND: My Lords, 
on Tuesday next I should like to ask theSec- 
retary of State for War if his attention has 
heen called to the fact that owing to the 
necessary practice of Militia regiments 
taking place in different months it is found 
that men are serving in two, and some 
times in three different Militia regiments. 
It is needless to point out how material 
this fact is in considering the number of 
men we can call out for service. I should 
like to know what steps have been taken 
to guard against one man taking the part 
of three in the future. 


*THe MaArauess oF LANSDOWNE: 
I have heard the statement made just now 
by the noble Lord on several occasions, 
and it is conceivable that there may be 
cases of fraudulent enlistment such as he 
describes. They would be very difficult 
to detect ; but if we are able to have a 
large number of Militia battalions up 
simultaneously for training, we shall 


found in the shooting competition which | then, I think, find out in the most prac- 
{ 


Lora Tueedmouth. 
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tical manner whether one man is en-; STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (FOREIGN 
rolled in more than one battalion. | ; COUNTRIES). 
| Copy presented,—of Statistical Abstract 
The House adjourned at Twenty-five | for the principal and other Foreign 
minutes before Eight of the | Gountries in each year from 1888 to 
clock, till To-morrow half- | 1897-8 (Twenty-six iced by C 
past Ten of the clock. | 1897- (Twenty-sixth } um yer) [by Com- 
| mand]; to lie’upon the Table. 


on > r COLONIAL STATISTICS. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. Copy presented,—of Statistical Tables 
Thursday, 15th February, 1900. relating to the Colonial and other Posses- 
' sions of the United Kingdom. Part XXII. 
at ey for the years 1894-5-6 [by Command] ; to 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | lie upon the Table. 
=F TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 
SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAM-!| Copy presented,—of Eighth Annual 
ROAD BILL. Report of the Proceedings of the Inspec- 
“To empower the Southport District | tion Committee for the year ended 20th 
Tramroad Company to construct certain | November, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon 
tramroads, tramway, and bridge between | the Table, and to be printed. [No. 50.] 
Southport and Lytham ; and for other | 


purposes,” read the first time ; and referred | POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS. 

to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Account presented,—-showing the gross 
HT | . ' 

dills. amount received and expended on account 


: of the Telegraph Service during the year 

LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 2). | ended 31st March, 1899, &e. [by Act] ; to 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
in by Mr. James Stuart and Mr. John | [No. 51.] 


Burns. 
BARRACKS ACT, 1890. 


Account presented,—showing the money 


PETITIONS. raised and issued under the provisions of 
— 'the Act, the securities created in respect 
MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. | thereof, and the amount expended for the 


Petitions in favour, from Glenesk ; | pe agar of the Act to the dist March, 
Sinnwdh: dealéen.- Table. Laan. | 1899, with the Report of the Comptroller 
3 * y 
head: Newhbattle: Wallyford: Polton:| and Accountant General thereon [by 
i, ie NN +77, | Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to he 
Carberry ; South Normanton ; and Gill- | ~~: | N 
head ; to lie upon the Table. | Printed. (No. 52.) 
| PUBLIC OFFICES (ACQUISITION OF 
BRITISH MUSEUM. | SITE) ACT, 1895, SESSION 23 PUBLIC 
Petition of the Trustees of the British | ate. Pra GUNTER 
Museum (Queen’s Recommendation signi-| SITE ACT, 1897; AND PUBLIC BUILD- 
fied), for grant in aid; referred to the; INGS EXPENSES ACT, 1898. 
Committee of Supply. ' Account presented, — showing — the 
| moneys issued under the provisions of 
| the Acts, the securities created in respect 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | thereof, and the amount expended for the 
=e | purposes of the Acts to the 31st March, 
_" . __ | 1898; together with the Report of the 
ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES) (SUP- Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
PLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1899-1900.) [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
Copy presented,—of Estimate of the | be printed. [No. 53.] 
Further Amount required during the year 
ending 31st March, 1900, for the service ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES) 
of the Ordnance Factories [by Command] ; | (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT). 
referred to the Committee of Supply, and| Appropriation Account presented,—of 
to be printed. [No. 49.] the sums granted by Parliament for the 
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expense of the ordnance factories, the pro- 
ductions of which have been charged to 
other Votes for the year ended 31st 
March, 1899, together with the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 54.] 


ARMY (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT). 
Copy presented,——of the Appropriation 
Account for 1898-9, with the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon, etc. [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 55.] 


NAVY (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT). 
Copy presented,—of the Appropriation 
Account for 1898-9, with the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon, etc. [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 56.] 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 
Copy presented,—of Order in Council, 
dated 29th January, 1900, entitled The 
North Eastern Rhodesia Order in Council, 
1900 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890, 
THE CONSULAR SALARIES AND 
FEES ACT, 1891, AND THE FOREIGN 
MARRIAGE ACT, 1892. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council, 
dated 29th January, 1900, entitled The 
Japan (Consular and Marriage Fees) Order 
in Council, 1900 [by Act] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council, 
dated 29th January, 1900, entitled The 
China and Corea (Consular and Marriage 
Fees) Order in Council, 1900 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL PROBATES ACT, 1892. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council, 
dated 29th January, 1900, applying the 
Colonial Probates Act, 1892, to the 
British Possession of the Island of St. 
Helena [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL ACTS, 
1865 AND 1869. 


Copy presented,—of Order in Council, | 


dated 29th January, approving a 


Memorial of the Lords Commissioners of | 


the Admiralty praying sanction to a re- 


arrangement of the number of Naval | 
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Naval and Marine Officers of the Retired 
and Pensioned List of Her Majesty’s 


Navy [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2380 and 2381 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES. 


Copy ordered,—“ of Statement showing 
the Production and Consumption of Alco- 
holic Beverages (Wine, Beer, and Spirits) 
in the various Countries of Europe, in 
the United States, and in the principal 
British Colonies ; together with Statisti- 
cal Tables relating thereto, in each year 
from 1885 to 1898, as far as the particu- 
lars can be stated (in continvation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 72, of Session 
1899).”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 57. 





SEA FISHERIES OF THE UNITED 
KINGDOM. 

Copy ordered,—-“ of Statistical Tables 
and Memorandum relating to the Sea 
Fisheries of the United Kingdom in the 
year 1899; including also a Return 
showing the quantity of fish carried by 
railway from each of the principal ports 
of England and Wales, Scotland, and 
Ireland, in each year from 1894 to 1899, 
inclusive (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 71, of Session 1899).”—(Mr. 
Ritchie.) 

Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
58. 

TRADE UNION FUNDS (BANKING). 

Return ordered, “showing the number 
of societies or clubs, other than friendly 
societies and charitable and provident 
institutions, which have been permitted 
by the National Debt Commissioners or 


| their Comptroller General, to invest 


under the Savings Bank Acts without 


_ restriction as to amount, giving the desig- 


nation and specifying the objects of the 
said societies.” —(Mr. Woods.) 





RIFLE RANGES CLOSED IN EASTERN 
DISTRICT. 
Address for “ Return of rifleranges closed 


and Greenwich Hospital Pensions to jin the Eastern District since the gradual 
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issue of the Lee-Metford rifle, beginning 
in 1890.”—(Mr. Powell-Williams.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—BOER INVA- 
SION OF ZULULAND—POLICY OF 
EMPLOYING SOUTH AFRICAN 
NATIVE OR INDIAN TROOPS. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
the Boers have invaded Zululand and 
attacked the natives, and also that natives 
have been employed by the Boers as 
armed combatants in recent operations, 
he still adheres to his statement made in 
October last that native troops would not 
be employed by the Government in the 
present war; and whether the same 
pledge applies to the natives of India 
and to the troops of the native princes 
who have offered their services. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): My hon. friend has wisely placed 
the two branches of his question in 
different paragraphs, for, I need hardly | 
say, there is no resemblance or analogy 
whatever between the native tribes of 
South Africa and the native princes of | 
India and their troops. The aid of the 
latter we should be proud to have ina 
war carried on under ordinary conditions. 
The statement of policy, however, to 
which my hon. friend refers was based on 
the idea that the war in South Africa was 
not to be carried on under ordinary con- 
ditions, and that by common consent it 
was decided it should be confined to the | 
two European races chiefly concerned. If | 
the Boers adopt a course inconsistent with 
this idea we should, of course, hold our- 
selves free to reconsider our decision. 


Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Boers have invaded Zulu- 
land; and whether provision has been 
made for enabling the Zulus to defend 
themselves against such aggression. 





Tue SECRETARY or STATE For} 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have been informed 
that on three occasions, two of them 
recent, the Boers have invaded Zululand, 


and 


in one district have seized as 
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prisoners the magistrate with his staff 
and police, while in another they have 
plundered all the stores. It is also re- 
ported that a commando with guns is 
moving further into Zululand. These 
acts have caused great alarm and unrest 
among the Zulus, which must spread 
among the Natal natives. The conse- 
quences throughout South Africa of such 
raids on native territories cannot fail to 
be very serious. The Natal Ministers 
have stated that they can no longer hold 
themselves responsible for the peaceful 
attitude of the Zulus ; and Sir A. Milner, 
while greatly deploring the invasion of 
Zululand, points out that it is contrary to 
the tacit compact that natives should not 
be dragged into this war. I may add that 
it has been decided that if native terri- 
| tory in the Cape Colony is deliberately 
| invaded, the natives will be encouraged 





}and assisted in every way to defend 
| themselves. 


*Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin). 
In view of the extreme gravity, which 
everyone will allow, of the answer made 


iby my right hon. friend the First Lord 


of the Treasury to the question put by 
the hon. Member for Chester, and the 
answer by my right hon. friend the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, may 
I be permitted to ask these two supple- 
mentary questions of the First Lord— 


| First, whether he will take care that the 
/ utmost certainty shall be secured as to 


the reality and authority of the Boer 
attacks on the natives; and, secondly, 
whether he is aware that in this, as in so 
many other instances of alleged violation 
of the practices of war, there are charges 
and counter-charges on both sides ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As regards the 


second question, [ am not aware there has 


| been any allegation in this case of any 


violation of the practices of war. As 
regards the first, asking that the most 
careful investigation shall be made, I can 
give him every assurance he thinks 
desirable on that subject. 


PROPOSED DAY OF HUMILIATION. 
*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, as on 28th February, 
1855, Her Most Gracious Majesty, bv 
and with the advice of the Privy Council, 
issued a Proclamation that Wednesday, 
21st March, 1855, be observed as a day 
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of solemn fast, humiliation, and prayer,, by Sir Alfred Milner, on the 26th 
for a blessing on our arms, and the | January, 1900, pledging Her Majesty’s 
restoration of peace, Her Majesty’s | Government to refuse to recognise and to 
present advisers will tender to the treat as invalid confiscations of gold 
Sovereign similar advice that such a day | mines in the Transvaal was issued on the 
may be appointed as was done during the | advice of the Foreign Office, or on advice 
Crimean War. from any other departments of the 
Home Administration. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall be 
glad if my hon. friend will put this ques-) Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The notice 
tion down for Monday. was issued under instructions given by 
| Her Majesty’s Government after due con- 
DUTCH PRISONERS AT SIMON’S sideration of the legal and other aspects 
TOWN. — . of the question. 


*Mr. COURTNEY: I beg to ask the OTT ah . ; 
Seaates of Gate for gay res, Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Did this 
whether his attention has been called to a 
cablegram from Cape Town stating that 
three Dutch subjects of Her Majesty | 
detained in custody at Simon’s Town had 
been suddenly removed toa district where | 
martial law had been proclaimed, in spite) DELAGOA BAY—NEUTRALITY OF 
of the issue of a writ by the Cape | PORTUGAL. 

Supreme Court calling upon their custo-| Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
dian to show cause why they were de-| shire, Shipley): I beg to ask the Under 
tained; and will he explain by whose | Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
orders the prisoners were so removed, and | he can state whether Her Majesty’s 
where they are now detained. | Government is satisfied that the Govern- 
iment of Portugal is fully observing its 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : My atten- | duty of neutrality in regard to Delagoa 
tion has heen called to a telegram in The | Bay, and effectively preventing the 
Times of 10th February, which does not | irregular use of that port during the war ; 
exactly correspond with the hon. Member's | and what steps are being taken by Her 
statement. Iam making enquiry by tele- | Majesty’s Government in the matter. 
graph as to the facts. 


instruction come from the Colonial Office 
in the first instance ? 


| No answer was given. | 


ae ; a STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr 
DISLOYALTY IN CAPE cotony. [STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
peter ts W.):-T | Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): The in- 
Mr. LOUGH ar +): Aang, v8 | structions given by the Government of 
ask the Secretary of State for the | Portugal are such as to leave no doubt of 
Colonies whether the information in the} yheir intention fully to observe their 
hands of the Government shows that the| quty of neutrality ‘in the present war. 
number of ae, oe who are} Hor Majesty’s Government have through- 
ome eet pr " a — pS "British out given most attentive consideration to 
g ; whether the withdrawal of British at Re Mi a iad 
mg 5% ; e eit leet of ieee the situation in Deiagoa Bay, and we are 
troops from the neighbourhood of fens! in constant communication with the 
burg has been hastened by the disaffection | office, commanding the Fleet in those 
of the inhabitants ; and whether the area | yo tors and with Her Majesty’s Consul at 
of disaffection throughout the colony is | [Lorenzo Marques : 
increasing. 


| “Tur UNDER SECRETARY or 
| 


NAVAL WAR DESPATCHES. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty, can he explain why the des- 
patches describing the operations of the 
TRANSVAAL GOLD MINES. Naval Brigade at the battles of Graspan 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): | and Colenso have not yet been published, 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | although the despatches describing the 
the Colonies whether the notice issued | operations of the military forces in those 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no 
information on this point which I can 
give to the hon. Member. 
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battles were published in the London 
Gazette of the 26th January last; is the 
delay due to the Admiralty, to the War 
Office, or to the action, or forbearance 
from action, of the generals in the field ; 
will he take steps to secure the immediate 
publication of these despatches ; and _ will 
he also take steps to secure that in future 
the despatches describing the operations 
of the Naval Brigade are “published at the 
same time as those describing the opera- 
tions of the military forces on the same 
occasions. 


*THe SECRETARY to THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. MACARTNEY, Antrim, S.) (for 
Mr. GoscHEN): In my answer to the 
hon. and gallant Member for the Eastern 
Division of Berkshire, I stated that I was 
making certain inquiries by telegraph. 
As no definite answer has been received I 
will telegraph again. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: That. is 
not a reply to my question. I asked 
why. 

*Mr. MACARTNEY: I have given the 


answer I have been instructed to give. 


TRANSPORT CONTRACTS—THE PENIN- 
SULAR AND ORIENTAL COMPANY. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether any, and, if so, what contracts 
for the transport of troops and _ stores 
for the war in the Transvaal have been 
entered into between the Admiralty and 
the Peninsular and Oriental Steamship 
Company; whether he is aware that a 
member of the Government is a director 
of the Peninsular and Oriental Steamship 
Company ; and whether it is in accord- 
ance with practice for a Government De- 
partment to enter into contracts with 
companies of which members of the 
Administration are directors. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: We have char- 
tered many vessels belonging to the P. and 
O. Steamship Company for the transport 
of troops to South Africa, particulars of 
which will be given in the return now 
being prepared. I presume that a mem- 
ber of the Government is a director of 
the company, as the hon. Member says 
so, but I was not aware of it. I do not 


know precedents in the case one way or | 
the other. 





I beg to | 
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62 
SOLDIERS’ ESTATES AND THE DEATH 
DUTIES. 

*Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Hertfordshire, 
Hertford) : I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether he could see his 
way to introduce any legislation for the 
reduction of succession or probate duties 
payable by the estates of soldiers killed 

on active service. 


Questions. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beracu, 
Bristol, W.): The estates of sailors, 
marines, and soldiers killed on active 
service are now exempt from probate or 
estate duties. [ do not think this exemp- 
tion should be extended to succession 
duties. To do so would really be in 
certain cases to relieve comparatively 
distant relations or strangers obtaining 
an inheritance by the death of a soldier 
at an unexpectedly early date. I do not 
see why such persons should receive the 
inheritance free of tax. Of course it 
would very rarely happen that the estate 


| was of sufficient value to be liable. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Could it not apply to lineals ? 
| 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 


think that would be fair, 


COMMANDS AT THE FRONT. 


Sm WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester, N.W.): On behalf of the 
hon. Member for 8S. Salford, I beg to ask 


| the Under Secretary of State for War 


whether, seeing that several changes 
recently made in the officers commanding: 
the several divisions and brigades in the 
army on the Modder River, the supreme 
command of which has recently been 
taken over by Lord Roberts, he is in a 
position to give the names of the several 
officers at present commanding divisions 
and brigades in that army. 


*THeE UNDERSECRETARY orSTATE 
ror WAR (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover) : No, 
Sir, we have no information. 


IRISH MILITIA—ALLEGED COERCION 
TO VOLUNTEER 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State. 
“War whether, when Irish Militia 
regiments are brought to. England and 
the men are asked to, volunteer for service 
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at the front, he will provide Members of 
this House who may wish to visit Militia- 
men belonging to their constituencies 
who are in such regiments, with the 
opportunity of ascertaining in what way 
they were asked to volunteer for the front, 
and whether they were free agents or not, 
and with the necessary authority to inter- 
view them on these points. 


CotonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): Arising out of that question, may I 
ask my hon. friend whether he is aware 
that the hon. Member for Kilkenny on a 
recent occasion is reported to have ad- 
vised Irish soldiers to shoot their English 
comrades and join the Boers ? 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL : Don’t stand 
that. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In reply to the 
hon. Member who asked the original 
question, I have to say that this would be 
quite contrary to military discipline. 


Mr. CREAN (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
Is the hon. gentleman aware that several 
ot the soldiers have written to their 
friends saying that they have been coerced 
into volunteering ¢ 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; I have 
no information to that effect, and I believe 
the case has been misrepresented. 


Mr. CREAN: I have a letter my- 


pat ——— 
*\Ir. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 


give the hon. Gentleman notice that if he 
brings Kilkenny Militia into this country 
I shall 





*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! This is 
not the time to give notice. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether nearly 50 per cent. of the 6th 
Battalion Royal Irish Rifles (Louth 
Militia), stationed at Sheffield Barracks, 
have signified their objection to go to the 
front in South Africa ; and ifso, whether 
the men are within their rights in refusing 
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for foreign service ; and whether he will 
see that no undue pressure is put upon 
them to compel or induce them to go. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no infor- 
mation to the effect stated in the question. 
But, as I have before informed the hon. 
Member, commanding officers have re- 
ceived the most explicit orders not to 
place any pressure upon their men to 
accept service in South Africa, and the 
Secretary of State has no reason to 
believe that such pressure is being 
exercised. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : May I ask 
the hon. Gentleman whether, considering 
he asked me to postpone the question, he 
instituted the inquiries which he promised 
to make ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot accept 
the statement that [ promised to make 
any inquiry. I have on more than one 
occasion given the answer I have given 
this afternoon. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I am in 
the recollection of the House-——— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Move the 
adjournment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question has been 
fully answered. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I will take 
the earliest opportunity to raise the 
question of the kidnapping of Irish 
Militiamen to send them abroad. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he can explain the method 
adopted by the colonel of the 3rd Royal 
Munster Fusiliers (Militia), now stationed 
at Dover, en route to South Africa on the 
21st inst., to ascertain whether any of 
the men were willing to volunteer for the 
front ; whether he will inquire if the men 
were asked en masse while on parade ; 
whether he is aware that very few of 
them understood the colonel’s words ; also 
that some men who were not on parade 
at the time afterwards explained to their 
officers that they were not willing to 
volunteer or be bound by what happened 
on parade on the occasion, and were then 
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told that the majority had volunteered, | 
and that they were bound to go with) 
them ; whether he will order, before this | 
regiment is sent to the front on the 21st 
inst., that each man is asked separately | 
if he wishes to volunteer, and allowed 
reasonable time to give his reply, and 
that he is protected against any attempt 
to influence him in his decision; and 
whether he will give the necessary 
authority to Irish Members of this House 
to interview any of their constituents 
who are amongst the 3rd Royal Munster | 
Fusiliers. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no infor- | 
mation on the subject in the War Office ; 
but strict orders are given that no pres- | 
sure is to be put upon the men; and the | 
Secretary of State is not disposed to. 
interfere with the commanding officer, | 
who, he does not doubt, did his duty. 


{15 Fepruary 1900} 
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Africa, without having been given any 
option of accepting or declining active 
service; and whether, having regard to 
the statement of the Cardinal on the 
subject of the grievances of this man, 
“he knows as little of what he 
is about as a bullock being led to the 
shambles ” 


(Juestions 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
illustrates the inconvenience of pot putting 
questions down. Members read out what 
would be struck out as irregular if the 


question were duly handed in. 


Mr. M‘GHEE: I am only quoting 
from the Cardinal’s letter. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps I may in- 
form the hon. Member that I have not 
received his private notice. I should be 


| glad if hon. Members would give me two 


or three days notice of these questions. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Perhaps 
now I may be allowed to ask the hon. | 
Gentlemen if he did not send me a letter 
from his Department asking me to post- 
pone a question in order that he might | 
make inquiry, and did he not tell me that 
personally ? 


*\Mr. WYNDHAM: TI have no recollee- 
tion. It has escaped my memory if | 
said so. A letter may have been sent on 
my behalf. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Are we to 
understand that the hon. Gentleman is 
not responsible for letters that come from 
his Department ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! | 


Mr. PATRICK 


standing. 


O'BRIEN 


remained 


_to Irish 


*\Irn. SPEAKER 
Member to order 
resume his seat. 


: When I eall the hon. 
I must ask him to 


Mr. M‘GHEE (Louth, $.): I wish to, 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War a question of which I have given 
him private notice—namely, whether his 
attention has been directed to a letter 
dated 12th February, in the Irish press, | 
from Dr. Logue, the Cardinal Primate of 
Ireland, with reference to the case of a 
Militiaman named Duffy, under orders, as 
he believes, for military service in South 

VOL. LXXIX. [Focrtn Series. ] 


Mr. M‘GHEE: The case is urgent, 
because this man will soon be gone. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: May I ask 


whether a message sent by special mes- 


'senger to the War Oftice before noon is 


likely to reach the hon. Member ? 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: [am certain to be 
there, but when there are thirty-five 


questions put down I cannot undertake 
to reply to such questions without fuller 
notice. 


IRISH ROMAN CATHOLICS—SEDITIOUS 
CIRCULARS. 


L 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
if his attention has been called to a green 
handbill circulated in Dublin addressed 
Roman Catholics, and headed 
“‘England’s Robber War,” in which it is 
stated, on the authority of the Rev. 
Father Kavanagh, that every man who 
engages in such war if he dies in it must 
suffer the loss of his soul ; and what steps 
the Government propose to take in 
reference to the printing and circulating 
of such documents. 


THe ATTORNEY 
IRELAND 


GENERAL ror 
(Mr. Arkinson, London- 


_derry, N.): Circulars such as aredescribed in 


the question containing a letter purporting 
to have been written by the Rev. Father 


C 
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iKavanagh have, it is believed, been cir- 
culated privately to a limited extent in 
Dublin. The police have been instructed 
to seize and destroy the circulars when 
found. The matter is being carefully 
watched, but up to the present the 
Government have not considered it 
necessary to take further action. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : Is the 
right hon, Gentleman aware that the 
circular puts this forward as the doctrine 
of the Catholic Church ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Is it not perfectly notorioys in 
Dublin that the circular was got out by 
the Orange party ! 


| No answer was given. | 


CAPTURED CANNON. 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War what is the number and descrip- 
tion of the cannon captured by the Boers 
from the British forces since the opening 
of the present war down to the latest in- 
formation in the possession of the Govern- 
ment, and how many of the Boer cannon 
have been captured by the British forces 
within the same period. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I regret to say I 
have not the information here. But the 
number of guns captured has been pub- 
lished several times, and there is no 
objection to publishing them now. But 
I do deprecate for the future publishing 
the debit and credit until the account is 


closed. 
Mr. P. O'BRIEN : When will that be ? 


Subsequently Mr. WYNDHAM supplied 
the following figures to the press—‘‘ The 
Boers have captured twelve 15-pounder 
field guns, seven 7-pounder mountain 
guns. The British forces captured two 
Boer guns at Elandslaagte and one Maxim 
in the sortie from Ladysmith of the 7th 
December. They also destroyed one 6in. 
gun and two 4°7 howitzers in the sorties 
of the 7th and 10th December.” 


VICKERS-MAXIM QUICK-FIRING 
GUNS. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 

W.R., Barnsley): I beg to ask the 
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Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the Vickers-Maxim quick-firing 
gun has proved very effective in the 
hands of the Boers ; and whether it was 
offered some years ago to Her Majesty’s 
Government and refused ; and if so, by 
whose advice. 





| “Mr. WYNDHAM: No reports on the 
| effectiveness of the Vickers-Maxim as 
}employed by the Boers have been re- 
| ceived at the War Office from South 
_ Africa. In regard to the second para- 
| graph the gun was submitted for trial not 
| for the Army, but for the Navy, to see if 
/it would prove effective in repelling 
| attacks of torpedo boats, and the report 
'on it for that purpose was not favour- 
/able. I have already told the House that 
| we are sending out a number of these 
| guns to South Africa. 

| THE NEW BATTERIES OF ARTILLERY. 
| Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I beg to 
| ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
if it be the intention of the War Office to 
arm the forty-three new batteries of artil- 
lery with guns similar to those at present 
in use in South Africa, or with a new 
| pattern equal in rapidity of fire, range, 
_and other qualities to the latest type in 
| the possession of any Power. 

| 

| *Mr. WYNDHAM: The new guns will 
be of the same calibre and of about the 
| same weight as the guns now in South 
| Africa. The new equipment will be at 
| least equal in all their principal features 
'to any field guns possessed by foreign 
| Powers. 

THE EIGHTH DIVISION. 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether orders have been received 
at Aldershot for the battalions of the 
Kighth Division to draw clothing and 
equipment immediately on the South 
African scale and to bring up their 
establishment to war strength by drafts 
from the depots; and whether it is 
intended that the Eighth Division should 
| proceed forthwith to South Africa, 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must ask my 
hon. friend to excuse me from replying at 
present to this question. 
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REDUCTION OF THE ROYAL HORSE 
ARTILLERY IN 1887. 

*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War a question, of which I have given 
private notice, namely, whether he has 
been able to acquire any further infor- 
mation in respect to the military authority 
who advised a reduction of the Royal 
Horse Artillery in 1887. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir ; but it is 
of a negative character only. I am able 
to state on the authority of his Royal 
Highness the Duke of Cambridge that so 
far from advising a reduction in the 
number of the Royal Horse Artillery 
batteries in that year, he pressed for an 
increase on the Estimates. 


RESERVE OF OFFICERS. 

Mr. JEFFREYS: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 
he is aware that a number of officers in 
the Reserve of Officers have applied for 
employment on active service ; whether, 
in order to fill up vacancies, the Govern- 
ment will employ these officers for service 
at home and foreign stations and for 
departmental work; and whether the 
Government will employ these officers of 
the Reserve to take the place of officers 
employed at depots or as adjutants of 
Auxiliary forces. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Officers of the 
Reserve are being appointed to depdts 
and for other dutiés; but not at present 
as adjutants of Auxiliary forces, for which 
appointments it is considered necessary to 
retain officers who have recently been in 
actual regimental employment, and who 
are conversant with the office work of the 
depot. 


STAFF OFFICERS’ ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether the issue of lodging and fuel 
and light allowances to the wives and 
families of all staff and senior depart- 
mental officers now serving in the South 
Africa field force can be extended in 
favour of such other departmental officers 
ordered to that country on mobilisation 
of the Army as were drawing those 
allowances when ordered abroad. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The continuance 


of these allowances does not, as the ques- 





{15 Fesruary 1900} 





(Questions. 70 


tion seems to imply, depend on the rank 
of the officer drawing them, but on the 
length of the fixed period of tenure 
| appertaining to the appointment held. 


| 


VOLUNTEER ADJUTANTS. 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8. W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, in view of the large 
|number of casualties amongst senior 
| regimental officers serving in South 
| Africa, steps can be taken to provide 
| against possible vacancies in the future 
| by releasing adjutants of Volunteer corps 
| for active service, and employing officers 
from the Reserve of Officers to take over 
|the duty of adjutant of such Volunteer 
| Corps. 





| *Mr. WYNDHAM: Having in view 
the need of maintaining the efficiency of 
the Auxiliary forces, the Commander-in- 
Chief is not prepared to take their present 
adjutants from them. 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS—EQUIPMENT 


GRANTS. 

| Mr. NICOL (Argyllshire): I beg to 
| ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether officers chosen from Volunteer 
battalions for service in South Africa will 
| receive a grant of £100 for equipment, 
such as is given to an officer promoted 
from the ranks or to a Reserve officer re- 
called for service. 





*Mr. WYNDHAM: An officer from the 
Reserve of Officers if called out is granted 
£100 for outfit. Terms were offered for 
Volunteers for service in South Africa, 
which were accepted and, as we are 
at present advised, were acceptable. 
| These did not include more for the officers 
| who volunteered than the special capita- 
tion rate which is granted to the corps for 
men of any rank who volunteer. 





IMPERIAL YEOMANRY EQUIPMENT. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Here- 
ford): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether, as alleged by 
Sir Henry Norman, some of the Imperial 
Yeomanry have been supplied with 
coloured horse rugs and black overcoats, 
whereas most regiments of the Imperial 
Yeomanry have khaki coloured great 
coats and horse rugs. 
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*Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL- 
WILuIAMs, Birmingham, S.): These sup- 
plies have all been arranged by the Yeo- 
manry Committee. They report that 
about seventy-five light coloured horse- 


rugs have been issued, as enough ordi- | 


nary rugs were not at the time procurable. 
They will be replaced from the depot. 
As regards greatcoats, none of khaki 
colour have been issued, The authorized 
colours are navy blue and dark grey. If 
any black ones have been supplied, the 
number must have been small. 


TRANSPORT SERVICE — THE 
IMPERIAL YEOMANRY. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, E.) : | 


I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he can state what arrange- . 
ments have been made for conveying the 
remaining troops of the Imperial Yeo- 
manry to South Africa. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: 1,900 men and 
1,700 horses of the Imperial Yeomanry ' 
are awaiting embarkation. Of these, it 
is expected that 1,800 men and about 
950 horses will be embarked between the | 
23rd instant and the end of the month. 
Shipping will be ready for the remainder 
very shortly afterwards. 


ALLEGED BOER SPIES [N THE 
IMPERIAL YEOMANRY. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War what are the circumstances attend- 
ing the arrest of two yeomen named Buck 
ona charge of being Boer spies. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: An inquiry is now 
proceeding in this matter. 


YEOMANRY HORSEMANSHIP TESTS— 
ALLEGED FATALITY AT BELFAST. 
Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, 8.): I beg 

to ask the Under Secretary of State for 

War whether his attention has been called 

to the fatal accident which happened to a 

yeoman or volunteer within the grounds 

of the Victoria Barracks, Belfast, on 

Wednesday last, the 7th inst. ; whether 

he is aware that the soldier was put upon 

a vicious horse to submit to the test for 

horsemanship ; that this horse bolted, un- 

horsed its rider, and then trampled over 
his body ; and that the rider was after- 
wards removed to the general hospital, 
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where he succumbed to the injuries sus- 








tained ; whether he will state the name 
and address of the rider; and whether, 


, under the circumstances, steps will be 
'taken not to employ vicious horses for: 


the fast riding tests. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am afraid that 
the hon. Member has been completely 
| misinformed. The horse in question was 
| the quietest in the stables, and did not 
bolt. The man, James Baird, insisted 
| that he was able to pass the test, though 
‘carefully warned beforehand, and was 
| promptly thrown. He was able to attend 
_to his business on the same evening, and 
| has enjoyed perfect health ever since. No 
horse has ever bolted during the tests. 


CUSTOMS DUTIES ON ARTICLES SENT 
TO THE TROOPS. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that the pre- 
sent uncertainty as to the customs regu- 
lations in Cape Town and Natal is check- 
ing the sending of parcels of tobacco and 
other comforts for the troops when the 
parcels are too large to go by post; 
whether seeing that parcels urgently 
needed by the soldiers may remain indefi- 


-nitely at the Custom House unless some 


system of paying the duties is established, 
arrangements can be made either for 
enabling the senders of parcels to pay the 
colonial duties in this country or for ap- 
pointing an officer in South Africa to do 
this ; and whether in some other way the 
War Office will make arrangements so 


‘that it shall be possible and reasonably 


certain for these comforts to reach our 
soldiers, and that without unnecessary 
delay. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The privilege of 
sending parcels of tobacco and other 
presents to the troops free of the 
Colonial Customs duties was originally 
intended by the Government of Cape 
Colony to apply only to parcels. <A 
letter from Mr. Hamilton Gatliffe, dated 
January 20th, seems to show that the 
Cape Customs authorities. were not then 
prepared to go so far in respect of large 
consignments as I gathered to be the 
casefrom his telegram of January 29th. It 
may be that the later and more liberal atti- 
tude indicated by the telegram is the one 
which the Cape Government has finally 
decided to adopt. But to avoid any 
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chance error I must ask my hon. friend discretion of the military authorities in 
to allow me to confer with the Colonial South Africa. 
Secretary. 
ARMY SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES. | BATES OF POSTAGE TO TROOPS 
Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the First | cnn cadinialie. cel iahs . ts 

: Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid) : I 
Lord of the Treasury whether he has |}, ‘ 
observed the extremely large items and phils toes ripe teams iaccanee 
the absence of particulars from the paper | nother ke oo china, they salen 
which has been distributed with regard | from this country to North ae 
to the Supplementary Estimates of the mage em 
War Ofies ; mad hed it will be possible cantar ts oe = Hap are 
to lay before Parliament complete details : ro igi * a — eRe ae lt ge 
of the expenditure of the twenty-three pet see froin kona 25 nee 
millions included in these Supplementary | ©.) " S F S 

will arrangements be made to reduce the 


cecemaieas postage from that country to 23d. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Nothing but a. . BPIwaNy Sarva) r 
very rough estimate of war expenditure e ae pyr rechaaag a 
can possibly be framed. The actual 12? *26A0LN (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
expenditure will be shown in the Army ysis R es, Sir, the postage in the outward 
Appropriation Account for 1899-1900. direction is fixed by Her Majesty's 
under all the subheads of the Votes. The | Government, and that in the homeward 
present mode of presenting the demands | direction by the local authorities, who are 


|now arranging to reduce it to 4d. the 
for war funds has been preferred to that nk ar a: a the 
a . anal as . 1 oz. The interests of the forces now in 
of a vote of credit, as an approximate 


: : | Rhodesia are, however, saved by the fac 
estimate of the amounts required under hodesis. ‘are, however, saved by . 
a © ge Sige | that non-commissioned officers and men 
Ty oe. enn See eee of the Army and Navy enjoy by statute 
possible to present a more detailed state- Rinse earn Cie, a oe Rowe 
caalet the privilege of sending and receiving 
; }-oz. letters for one penny. 


Mr. LOUGH : Will the Appropriation 
Account give fuller details ? - TRANSPORTS—AUSTRALIAN COAL. 
. Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg to 
“Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member | 4.4 the First end ‘of sie” lemnaeathe 
must know that in the Appropriation whether, in view of the fact that Austra- 
Account every sixpence is accounted for, jian coal can be obtained at little more 
and you can tell exactly how much is jpan half the price now being paid by 


spent on men and how much on horses. the Admiralty for Welsh coal, and has 
been most successfully used by great 
PUBLICATION OF WAR NEWS. English liners as well as by the United 


Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the First | States Navy, he can inform the House 
Lord of the ‘Treasury whether the why no Australian coal has been used for 
Government can, without detriment to. the British transports to the Transvaal. 


the public interests, authorise the publica- | a ; 
tion of earlier and fuller official informa-| *MR. MACARTNEY : The actual price 


tion with regard to the progress of th | of Australian coal compares favourably 
S Pe | with Welsh, but when the cost of freight 


war, and give greater freedom to the ! bw . : 
correspondents of British. newspapers, so | !8 added the comparison has not hitherto 
| been in favour of the former. Offers, 


as to prevent the earliest news of im- | , : 
portant or critical events reaching this | however, are now under consideration 
country from the Continent ' which approximate more closely to present 


| prices, owing to the high rates now pre- 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: My right hon. | vailing both for Welsh coal and freight 
friend has asked me to reply to this. | from England. Although Australian coal 
Every telegram describing military opera-| is being used by Her Majesty’s ships in 
tions which can be published is published | Australian waters for ordinary passages, 
at the earliest possible moment. The | reports from that station describe it as 
Government must leave the restrictions | unsuitable for continuous steaming at 
on correspondents at the front to the | high speeds. 
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RUSSELL SHOOTING DIRECTOR. Mr. WEIR: In consequence of the 
Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, | unsatisfactory reply I shall take the 
N.E.) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary earliest opportunity of calling attention 
of State for War, whether the Committee | to the action of the War Office in this 
at Aldershot, who reported unfavourably | matter. 
of the shooting director invented by Mr. 
T. A. Russell, had tested it by any firing ; MARK IV. AMMUNITION. 


whether he is aware that the officer com- | > MONK 

manding the Regimental District at, Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE: I beg to 

Hounslow in 1890, now commanding a. ask the Under Secretary of State for War 

division in South Africa, had tested it ange 4 vee, Mees nee A es made by a 

exhaustively by unofficial trials, and had ;*.2% “epartment into h apeieeeranclleeclegsen 
failure of the Mark IV. ammunition at 


reported that it nearly doubled the; ). 7 ° : : y 
accuracy of the rifle practice ; and whether seam last, Aagek ne if so, what has 
those results were known to the Com- | ©? She result of such inquiry. 


manderin-Chiet and the Adjutant-| stm WYNDHAM: Yee, Sir. A full 
| and minute inquiry was made, and it was 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. The’ decided to stop the manufacture of Mark 
Committee did test it by firing at | IV. bullet and replace it by Mark V. 
different ranges and at different sorts of | 
targets, and reported that it was not | MILITIA SERGEANT MAJORS 
suitable for active service. The trials | mas *4 gga tears agent 
carried out by the officer commanding the | *MR. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
Regimental District at Hounslow were on 'N.R., Thirsk): On behalf of the hon. 
a small scale, and were prior to the ex-; Member for York (Mr. ButcHEr) I beg 
haustive trials at Aldershot. The results | to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
were known to the Commander-in-Chief | War whether Militia sergeant majors ap- 
and to the Adjutant-General. pointed prior to February, 1889, were 
| entitled to the rank of warrant officers ; 
7 te ae _| will he explain why an Army Order was 
BROTHERH( OD — RANGE issued in February, 1889, depriving 
PeENer a gg ’ eA Militia sergeant majors appointed after 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromartie}: I) that date of the rank of warrant officers ; 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | whether under the Special Army Order 
for War whether he is aware that the | No 203 of 3rd November, 1899, Militia 
inventor of the Brotherhood depression | sergeant majors will einehen ‘this pay «al 
range finder, on taking out provisional | allowance, but not the rank of warrant 
protection for his invention, offered it to | officers: why in the event of a warrant 
the War Office for inspection and trial, | officer being killed in action his wife and 
and was informed that it could not be | children are entitled to pensions, but in 
considered unless he first submitted to|the event of a Militia sergeant major 
the authorities two complete sets of | being killed in action his wife and children 
drawings ; and will he state whether it is | are entitled to no pension whatever ; and 
the practice of the War Office to place whether the Government will take into 
similar restrictions on inventions sub- consideration the question of raising all 
mitted to the Department ; and, if so, will | Militia sergeant majors to the rank of 
he say whether the rule can be so modified | warrant officers, or otherwise ensuring 
that inventors may not be discouraged and | pensions for ie ate ind tien 
driven to offer their inventions to foreign | those killed in Action. 
Governments. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. Draw- *MR. WYNDHAM: Militia sergeant 
| majors never were warrant officers, and as 
| during peace they are only employed for a 
| portion of the year it is not considered 
Mr. WEIR: What is the object of | necessary to give them the rank or pay. 
having drawings when you have the During embodiment, however, they are 
article itself to experiment with ? | granted the same pay and allowances as 
| in the Line, but warrant rank is not con- 
[No answer was given.] ‘ferred upon them. The question of the 


ings are invariably required, and are 
obviously essential. 
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provision for their wives and families in | their way to giving them some small 
the case of men killed in action or dying | increase of pension. 
in consequence of foreign service is under | 
consideration. | *Mr. J. POWELL - WILLIAMS: 
| William Coleman has, I am informed, 
ROYAL PATRIOTIC COMMISSION. _ | been awarded the highest rate of pension 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg | — — regulations allow, namely 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the War | ae ner 
Department what pensions or retiring | , TIN. Wi 
svaanin have tke or are being paid re ge vines —_ : " “ vec pogo 
the Royal Patriotic Commissioners to | eo i dbs sien dialin of ~hattn 
persons employed by the Commission. povenncs : ap . nila ites tes: sarees an 
What are the details of those at present | Sidon: Seats tte kh = 7 
inenjoyment and the amount of capital | nate ae cara Ni aad ara neat 
actuarially reserved to secure their pay- | 
ment. Whether he is aware that Clause 5 | 
of the Patriotic Act, 1881, expressly for- | 
bids the granting of any pension or retir- | CANTBEN AND MESS CO-OPERATIVE 
ing allowance without the approval of the | SOCIETY. 
Treasury. That the Commissioners have | Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
guaranteed, notwithstanding, a pension | the Winnie Satine ity thee We Of va 
to the present secretary upon retirement. | whether he can sd how many officers 
Whether such undertaking has received | ma te ys 

on active service are connected with the 


Treasury assent. And whether the! « aa : 
Government will undertake to see that | Canteon and Mess: Co-operative Society ; 


: : se ; -|and is not this society an association 
no further misapplication of the funds in | , ading for profit; and if so, is it con- 


such direction be permitted. | sistent with the Queen’s Regulations that 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Super- | officers on active service should engage in 
cn i wae AS: PUPCT | trade competition with taxpaying traders 
annuation allowances have been granted | ii aeadaaalaa 


from time to time to. officers and | 


clerks of the office, with Treasury con- | *Mr. J POWELL-WILLIAMS " Eleven 
sent, in accordance with the requirements | of cers of the Imperial Army on Sie sathives 
of the Patriotic Fund Act. Tbe amounts | }; ) alies'2 : 
now outstanding are £235 &s. 8d. a year, | nine Sees 2 ee eneee ae oe 
gg wand) OS, OE. A Year, | Cooperative Society, representing in all 
for which £1,550 has been set aside by | capital to the amount of £821, pra’ 
the actuary from the capital. Subject to| jaximum annual dividend of £41 1s 
« IVE "AAS ga | - A 
the approval of the Treasury, the present | which gives an average annual income of 
secretary will on retirement be granted a | about 23 Vea deed. Theheu, Masber 
pension in accordance with the Ac |has been informed in the House more 


[No answer was given. | 


already mentioned. | than once that this is not a trading asso- 
Se ree eo aes ' ciation but a provident society, conforming 
CRIMEAN PENSIONERS. ‘in every way with the conditions laid 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to down for such societies in the Provident 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War | Societies Act, 1893. As such it is not 
Office whether he is aware that an Army | contrary to the Queen’s Regulations for 
pensioner named William Coleman, who | officers on the active list to take part in 
took part in the Crimean War, and fought | its management. 
in the battles of Alma, Inkerman, and | 
Sebastapool, and also went through the) Mr. FLYNN: Is it not a fact that 
Indian Mutiny and other engagements, | this provident society pays a dividend of 
for which he holds six medals, during | 5 per cent., and is there anything to 
which he was severely wounded, was | prevent the relatives of the officers hold- 
compelled, owing to insufficient pension, | ing a large number of shares? 
to apply to the Thrapston Board of | 
Guardians, Northants, for outdoor relief;; *Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I 
and whether, owing to the insufficiency | have stated precisely what the interest of 
of pension granted to Coleman and other the officers amounts to—they get about. 
Crimean veterans, the War Office can see £3 15s. each a year. 
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REGIMENTAL CANTEEN CONTRACTS. upon between those who catered and the 


Mr. FLYNN : I beg to ask the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office whether 
commanding officers of regiments in 
Ireland will be allowed freedom in con- 
nection with future contracts for groceries, 
provisions, and other articles supplied to 
regimental canteens; whether under 
present arrangements these contracts are 
practically decided by staff officers, 
though they are of entirely regimental 
character according to Queen’s regula- 
tions; and will the War Office give in- 
structions to commanding officers to 
procure supplies from local contractors | 
in cases where price, quality, and condi- 
tions of supply are satisfactory. 

*Mr. J. POWELL - WILLBAMS : 
General officers have power to make dis- | 
trict contracts when they consider it in | 
the interests of the troops. There is no 
reason for depriving the general officers | 
in Ireland of this discretionary power. 
District contracts are decided by boards | 
composed of regimental officers drawn . 
from all parts of a district and not of staff | 
officers, though a staff officer with special | 
knowledge regarding supplies generally | 
attends to give advice. There is no reason 
for fettering general or other commanding | 
officers in their choice of the source from | 
which they may purchase supplies for 
canteens. 
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stipendiary magistrates for the districts 
in which the troops were quartered ; and 
| that the non-payment of a large portion 
_ of the amounts arranged under such con- 
‘tracts has involved some of the caterers 
|in serious embarrassment ; and whether 
|he will take steps to let tradesmen 
‘throughout the country know that the 
War Office and county councils are in no 
| way bound by contracts for the catering 
of troops made by stipendiary or other 
'magistrates when troops are sent to 
| maintain the peace in disaffected districts. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Of 
£4,307 claimed, £1,531 has been paid 
out of Imperial funds. It is stated that 
a further £105 has been paid by the 
Glamorgan County Council. ‘here is no 
knowledge at the War Office of the 
arrangements as to the rates for catering 
which were made by the chief constable 
of Glamorganshire ; but it is understood 
that the county council considered the 
claims exorbitant. The whole question 
of the incidence of the cost of catering 
for troops in such circumstances is under 
consideration. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I am not con- 
cerned with the arrangements made by 
the chief constable, and my question 


| referred to that made by the stipendiary 


| magistrate. 


Mr. FLYNN : I thank the hon. Gentle- | 
man for his answer. But may I ask him | 
if itis not a fact that the officers who | 
decide as to these contracts are connected | 
with the Canteen and Mess Co-operative 
Society. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: My 
answer covers both. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office 


| if he will consider the advisability of in- 


[No answer was given. | 
CATERING FOR TROOPS EMPLOYED | 
IN DISAFFECTED DISTRICTS—THE | 
WELSH COAL RIOTS. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr | 


| creasing the maximum rates allowed by 
| Tr » . 

the War Office for the catering of troops 
' when quartered in districts where rioting 


is anticipated or has actually occurred. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
rates for billeting are fixed by Act of 





Tydvil): I beg to ask the Financial | Parliament, and the question of liability 
Secretary to the War Office what pro-| for any charge not covered by those rates 
portion of the amounts claimed by those | is under the consideration of the Govern- 
who catered for the troops at Aberdare | ment. 

and Pontypridd in 1898 has been paid | 

out of Imperial funds; whether any of © COLOURED LANDOWNERS IN THE 
the balance not paid by the War Office | TRANSVAAL. 

has been paid from local or other sources;, Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask 


and, if so, how much ; if he is aware that | the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
the amounts claimed were based on the/if he can state whether, under the exist- 
rates for catering specifically agreed | ing laws of the Transvaal and the Orange 
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Free State, any impediments are placed 
in the way of coloured persons desirous 
of acquiring and holding iand. Whether, 
so far as the Transvaal is concerned, any 
such impediment constitutes an infringe- 
ment of Article XIX. of the Convention 
of 1884. And whether coloured persons 
are under any disabilities as to the acqui- 
sition and ownership of land in Cape 
Colony and Natal. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: In the 
South African Republic natives and other 
coloured persons are not allowed to ac- 
quire land in their own name. Applica- 
tion has to be made to the Superintendent 
of Natives, who took the place of the 
British Secretary for Native Affairs and 
the Native Location Commission provided 
for by Articles 13 and 31 of the Pretoria 
Convention. 
that the existing arrangement is a breach 
of Article XIX. of the London Conven- 
tion. In the Orange Free State I believe 


{15 Fepruary 1900} 


I do not, therefore, think | 
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| he can now state what steps he has taken 
| and proposes to take in pursuance of the 
| intimation he gave to the House on 8th 
| June last relative to Savings Banks. 

| 

| *Str M. HICKS BEACH: I took steps, 
|as I promised to do, for obtaining some 
| fresh information on this subject during 
| the recess, especially with regard to the 
system adopted in France, and I have a 
| measure in course of preparation based on 
' the result of those inquiries ; but I cannot 
yet say when I may be able to intro- 
duce it. 


| REPORTS OF FACTORY INSPECTORS. 

*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can state at what date 
he will issue the reports of the inspectors 
| of factories for 1899, promised by him 
last August for an early date in this 
| session. 


that coloured persons of partly European | 


origin are allowed to acquire and hold 
land, but not other coloured persons. 
Indians are practically excluded from 
settling in the State at all. In the Cape 
and Natal coloured persons other than 
natives residing in locations (who own 
land in common) are not under any re- 
striction as to acquiring and owning land. 


FAMAGUSTA HARBOUR. 


Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): I beg | 
to ask the Secretary of State for the | 
Colonies whether the Government pro- | 


poses to make such alterations in the 
harbour of Famagusta as will make it 
more convenient for trade purposes ; and 
whether due care will be taken in the 
process of carrying out such alterations 


that no damage shall be done to, and that | 


there shall be no interference with, the 
ancient walls and gates of the town. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The im- | 


provement of the harbour at Famagusta 


will be taken in hand as soon as the | 


necessary preliminary legislation has been 


passed by the Legislative Council. Every | 
care will be taken to avoid any undue | 
interference with the ancient walls and | 


gates. Iam in communication with the 
High Commissioner on this point. 


SAVINGS BANKS. 
Sir J. LENG (Dundee): I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 





*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
| WHITE Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I have considered carefully, with the 
Chief Inspector of Factories, the question 
of the reports of the work of his Depart- 
-ment. New arrangements have been 
made for the preparation of the great 
/mass of material with which his annual 
/report has to deal; and he expects to 
have it ready for publication in May. 
With this object, it is necessary to omit 
the annual returns of persons employed 
which in recent years have been tabulated 
for the purposes of the report. 


DANGEROUS LAMPS AND OILS. 

Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Black- 
friars): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
| State for the Home Department if his 
attention has been drawn to the explosion 
of a petroleum lamp at Salford, on 29th 
December last, which caused the death of 
five persons ; whether he has considered 
| the verdict of the jury in the inquest 
held on the five bodies, and the remarks 
of the coroner, who strongly condemned 
the use of dangerous lamps such as the 
one which caused the accident; and 
| whether he intends this session to intro- 
duce the Bill to deal with the sale of 
| lamps, and carry out the promise to Par- 
| liament made by the Under Secretary to 
‘the Department on 15th March, 1899, 
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when he informed the House that the 
Government had decided to deal with the 
questions of dangerous lamps and oils, 


and that their Bill had long been in pre- 


paration and was in a forward state. 


*Sik_ M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have 
had before me the evidence in the case to 
which the hon. Member refers ; and am 
only too well aware of the danger which 
arises from the use of inferior lamps. 
But the whole question of petroleum 
lamps and oils is, as the hon. Member 
will recognise, a very controversial one, 
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already stated more than onge that in any 
case the Government does not see its way 
to legislation on the subject at the 
present moment. 


Mr. PROVAND: But is not the right 
_hon. Gentleman aware that the relatives 
of a casual labourer are not likely to be 
in a position to carry a case to the Appeal 
Courts ? 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I believe 
_that only one county court judge has 
given an adverse decision. 


and I fear that I cannot promise legisla- | 


tion upon it this session. 


COMPENSATION TO INJURED MER- 
CHANT SEAMEN. 

Mr. PROVAND: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether the Government intends 
this session to introduce a Seamen’s Com- 
pensation Bill to compensate seamen if 
injured, or the relatives of those killed, in 
manner similar to the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act of 1897. 


*Sir M.WHITE RIDLEY : The Govern- 
ment cannot undertake to introduce any 
Bill on this subject this session. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT. 
_ Mr. PROVAND: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 


PRIVATE BILL LEGISLATION 
EXPENSES. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
‘the Under Secretary of State for the 
Home Department why the return relat- 
ing to Private Bill Legislation expenses 
ordered by the House on the 2&th of 
_ April of last year has not been presented, 
‘and when it is likely to be in the hands 
_of Members. 


| THEUNDERSECRETARY or STATE 


FOR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
JESSE COLLINGS, Birmingham, Bordesley) : 
I have received from two of the Depart- 


ments the portions of this return for 


which they are responsible, and I hope 
within a few weeks to receive the re- 
'mainder from the other two departments 
concerned. It will then be issued as soon 
as it can be printed. The return is an 





ment whether his attention has been extremely voluminous one, and has to be 
drawn to a letter, dated 27th November, | collected from hundreds of local authori- 
1899, from the Secretary of State for the | ties, railway and other companies, any 
Colonies relating to the Workmen’s Com- | one of whom by failing to give the re- 
pensation Act of 1897, in which he said | quired information may delay the whole 
that when the Act was passed he return. 

certainly had no idea that pieceworkers | r +. Ww: : 
or casual labourers, if engaged in bond | . Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Will the return 
fide employment, could or would be| include similar expenses relating to light 
. J ’ | pallwavs 2 
excluded from the benefits of the measure ; | railways % 


and whether, having regard to the above | 7 110 
. agent ; py, Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: That matter 
statements, he will introduce a short Bill hes-heen tenabdoeed, ind nn it in thonght 


this session to amend the Workmen’s | : : : 
: : saprgesaghig tio > be useful it will be 
Compensation Act, and bring within its 00: on gaaaanaa 


scope casual labourers and pieceworkers. | inahaded. 


*Sirn M. WHITE RIDLEY: Yes, Sir. | INDICATOR OF DEBATES. 

I have seen a copy ofethe letter of my, Mr. MOON: I beg to ask the First 
tight hon. friend. I will only add that it | Commissioner of Works whether an in- 
has not yet been decided authoritatively | dicator of the debates can be placed in the 
that casual labourers are excluded from tke | tea room. 

benefits of the Act, and that Lhave no doubt | 
that pieceworkers in regular employment Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Not- 
are fully within its provisions. I have tinghamshire, Mansfield): I beg at the 
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same time to ask the First Commissioner 
of Works whether, as the news room is 
frequented throughout the sittings of the 
House, he will place an indicator of the 
debates there in preference to the tea 
room. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER OF 
WORKS (Mr. AKERS Dovueras, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): In answer to my hon. 
friend and to the question of the hon. 
Member for the Mansfield Division, I 
beg to say that I will give their sug- 
gestions my favourable consideration. I 
am inclined to think that of the two 
proposals that which suggests that an 
indicator should be placed in the news- 
paper room is the best. 


BRAKES ON PASSENGER TRAINS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade if he will 


state whether any, and, if any, how many | 


railway companies have introduced on 
passenger trains the brake system of 
communication between railway _ pas- 
sengers and the guard. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcuie, Croydon): 
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| Mr. RITCHIE: The question how 

far electrical communication with light- 
houses may be made available for private 
messages is one of the points which have 
been referred to an Inter-Departmental 
Committee, who are dealing with the 
whole subject of communications between 
lighthouses or lightvessels on the shore. 
Until I have received the report of that 
committee I shall not be in a position to 
give the information asked for by the 
hon. Member. 


ELECTRIC TRACTION ON THE METRO- 
POLITAN UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade what progress has 
been made with the electric traction ex- 
periments on the Metropolitan Under- 
ground Railways; and whether there is 
any prospect of electric traction being in- 
troduced on those railways at an early 
date. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I am glad to be able 
to state that substantial progress has 
| been made with the experimental work on 
the District Railway, and that it is pro- 
posed to run a train for the conveyance 
of passengers between certain points on 
the line in the course of a few weeks. 


This system has been in use for some | 


years past on the Manchester, Sheffield, 
and Lincolnshire or Great Central Rail- 


way, and also on the Furness and | 
Almost all the | 


Cambrian Railways. 
principal companies have now decided to 
adopt it. Correspondence between the 


Board of Trade and the companies on | 
the subject of railway passenger com- | 
murication will shortly be presented to | 


Parliament. 


TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION 
WITH LIGHTHOUSES. 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- | 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the Presi- | 


dent of the Board of Trade whether it is 
intended to give effect to Clause 2 (5) 
of the Mercantile Marine Fund Act, 1898, 
which provides that, in so far as may be 


compatible with the efficiency and safety | 
of the lighthouse service, telegraphic | 
communications with lighthouses shall be | 


available for private messages at reason- 
able charges ; and, if such is the intention, 
when he will be in a position to state the 
terms and conditions upon which these 
facilities will be granted. 


SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS— 
PROPOSED NEW PIERS. 

*Sir LEONARD LYELL (Orkney and 
Shetlands): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he could state what schemes 
for new piers to be constructed under the- 
Small Piers and Harbours Act, 1896, 
have been submitted to the Congested 
Districts Board ; whether a plan has been 
submitted from St. Margaret’s Hope, 
‘Orkney, and, if so, will he say what 
action the Congested Districts Board has 
taken, and the amount of grant allowed ; 
| whether a plan has been sent from North 
Ronaldshay, and, if so, what assistance is. 
to be given; whether plans have been 
| approved for piers at Longhope and North 
| Walls, and, if so, what will be their cost, 

the amount of public money given, and 
|the amount to be raised locally by 
taxation and by voluntary gift; and 
whether other plans have been submitted, 
and, if so, what action the Congested 
Districts Board have taken with regard 
to them. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The 


| 
| 
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following schemes have been submitted 
to the Congested Districts Board for 
Orkney Piers: (1) Egilshay, (2) Burray, 
(3) St. Margaret's Hope, (4) North 
Ronaldshay, (5) Longhope, (6) Moness, | 
(7) North Ness, (8) South Ness. No| 
definite application has come from Zet- | 
land. A plan has been submitted for 
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go further with the scheme, though they 
are quite willing to make another attempt 
if convinced that applications will be 
forthcoming. 
SUNDAY TRAWLING IN SCOTTISH 
WATERS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


St. Margaret's Hope. This application | Advocate whether the Secretary for Scot- 


will be considered in due course, and 
when, with due regard to the claims of 
other districts it can be taken up. A plan 
has also been received for North Ronalds- 
hay, and the board are awaiting informa- 
tion they asked for on 6th October last. 
The board have approved a plan for Long- 
hope Pier. The estimated cost is £3,633, 
of which the board will find 75 per cent., 
or £2,725 on certain conditions. The 
proprietor offered to give free a site and 
all material that can be found on the 
estate. Further, he will build North Ness 
boatslip, and along with the inhabitants 
will construct a road from Walls to Hoy, 
and a road over the Ayre. These roads 


and the boatslip are estimated to cost. 


£2,130; and the local contribution for 
Longhope Pier is £908, besides site and 
certain materials. The only other plans 
yet received are for Egilshay and for 
Burray, where grants of £375 and of 
£1,260 respectively have been made on 
the usual conditions. 


ISLAND OF LEWIS—FISHERMEN’S 
DWELLINGS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state what progress 
has been made with the scheme for the 
erection of fishermen’s dwellings in the 
Island of Lewis. 


land has received from the Free Church 
Presbytery of Lewis copies of resolutions 
carried at a meeting held at Back, Lewis, 
on the 13th December last, calling atten- 
tion to the depredations made by illegal 
trawlers around the coast of Lewis, and 
pointing out that the masters of these 
vessels make a constant practice of trawl- 
in the lochs and bays on Sunday, when 
they conduct their operations unmolested ; 
and will he state what action has been 
taken in the matter. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
resolutions in question were received. 
Since that time the “ Vigilant” has de- 
tected the trawler “ Rex ” illegally work- 
ing in the locality, with the result that 
the master of that vessel was fined £105. 
Since then the “ Vigilant ” has again been 
cruising off the Lewis, but without detect- 
ing any infringement. 


THE HAGUE CONFERENCE. 
*Mr. COURTNEY : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 


‘ment has ratified the Convention for a 


pacific settlement of international disputes 
agreed to at the Hague ; and whether, if 
such ratification has taken place, Her 
Majesty’s Government has appointed four 
arbitrators in pursuance of Article XXIII. 


|of the Convention ; and, if so, can the 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The | 
Congested Districts Board secured from 
the proprietor of the Island of Lewis an 
offer to feu direct to fishermen twenty- 
six quarter-acre plots at the rate of £4 
an acre (the minimum rate allowed by the 
Court of Session for this entailed estate) 
in the Battery Park, Stornoway. They 
offered to bear the law costs and to con- | 
struct necessary enclosures, roads, drains 
and a water supply pipe—all free of cost | 
to the feuar. ‘They also offered to lend | 
£120 to each feuar to enable him to| 
erect his house—principal and interest | 
being repayable by instalments in thirty 
years. Full intimation was made of 


names of the arbitrators be now given ; if 


‘these have not as yet been appointed, 


will early steps be taken to make an 


| appointment. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The Convention in 
question was signed in October last, but 


has not yet been ratified, so far as we are 


aware, by the Governments of any of the 


signatory Powers. Her Majesty’s Govern- 
| ment will be ready to appoint four arbi- 


trators when ratification has taken place. 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE REGULA- 
TIONS. 


Sm SAMUEL HOARE (Norwich): I 








these proposals, but, as the result was one | beg to ask the President of the Board of 
solitary application, the Board could not Agriculture whether he has received a 
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copy of the resolutions passed by the 


Norfolk Chamber of Agriculture on ? 
' Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : Since the publica- 
‘tion of Dr. Bulscrode’s report and since 
legislation was proposed on this subject, 


Saturday last, and whether he is able 
favourably to consider them. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr. 
LonG): My right hon. friend has received 
the resolutions to which my hon. friend 
refers, and with regard to the matter to 
which, as he understands, the greatest 
importance attaches--namely, the move- 
ment of animals for slaughter—he is glad 
to say that he has been able to give cer- 
tain facilities for this purpose in an order 
which comes into operation to-day, a 
copy of which he will be happy to give to 
my hon. friend. The other suggestions 
of the Norfolk Chamber will not be lost 
sight of, but it would be unsafe as yet 
for him to sanction any further relaxation 
of the restrictions. 


INDIA FAMINE RELIEF. 

Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banffshire): 
I leg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether, in view of the unhappy 
condition of India and the unprecedented 
demands on the Indian revenues for 
famine relief, the Government will con- 
sider the propriety of making a substan- 
tial grant to India from the British 
Treasury. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
at the same time to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether it is intended to 
make any grant from Imperial funds 
towards the relief of those suffering from 
the famine in India. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): We do not propose to make a 
grant to India from the British Treasury 
for famine purposes, as we have no 
reason to believe that the financial means 
and credit of the Government of India are 
insufficient to meet all demands that are 
likely to arise in connection with the 
relief of distress caused by the present 
famine in India. 


OYSTERS BILL. 

Mr. LODER (Brighton): I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether the Government intend 
to introduce the Oysters Bill again this 
session. 
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*THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL. 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHaptin, 


there is no doubt that a good deal has 
been done by voluntary action to re- 
move the evils complained of, and 
it is alleged that further improve- 


/ment is still in progress. I have directed 


one of the medical inspectors of 
the Board to report me as to this. The 
places complained of are comparatively 
few, and I am awaiting the inspector's 
report before deciding whether reintro- 
duction of the Bill is necessary and 
desirable or not. 


REORGANISATION OF THE EDUCA- 
TION DEPARTMENT. 

Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford): I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether the Departmental Committee on 
the reorganisation of the Education 
Department will, before presenting their 
final report, consider the advisability of 
transferring to the new Board of Educa- 
tion the educational powers now exercised 
by the Board of Agriculture; and 
whether, before the Act of last session 
comes into operation, any opportunity 
will he afforded for the discussion in Par- 
liament of any reports or Orders in 
Council which may be presented as the 
result of the deliberations of the 
Committee. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
Cambridge 
University): The matter referred to in 
the first paragraph of the question is now 
under consideration. In reply to the 
second paragraph of the question, I may 
say that the reports of the Committee 
relate to matters of office reorganisation 
and are for the most part carried out as 
soon as made. But any Order in Council 
proposed to he made under the Board of 
Education Act will be laid before each 
House of Parliament in accordance with 
the Act, before it is submitted to Her 
Majesty in Council. 


*Sir FL 8S. POWELL (Wigan): Will 
they be printed and issued with the 
Votes ! 


Sir J. GORST: What ? 
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*Sir F. S. POWELL: The Orders in 
Council. 


Sir J. GORST: They will be laid on 
the Table of the House. 


*Sir F. S. POWELL: But will they 
be printed ? 


Sm J. GORST: That is a matter over 
which I have no control. 


ACQUISITION AND CONTROL OF ART 

OBJECTS IN NATIONAL MUSEUMS. 

*Lorp BALCARRES _ (Lancashire, | 
Chorley): I beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- | 
tion whether the Director of the Art 
Museum is in future to be directly and 
finally responsible for the acquisition of 
art objects, as was recently recommended 
by a select Committee of this House, or 
whether the responsibility is to be shared | 
between the director and the new Council 
of Artists; whether the Council of Artists | 
will sanction the acquisition of all art 
objects, and whether on questions of 
authenticity, art value, and suitable- 
ness for museum purposes, they will be 
empowered to control or override the 
decisions of the director, or if their 
functions are to be purely advisory ; and 
whether it will be still possible for the 
museum officials to take the opinion of 
expert antiquarians. 


Sir J. GORST: The answers to the 
alternative questions in the first para- 
graph are both in the negative. In 
regard to the remainder of the question 
it is open to the President of the Board 
of Education to take the advice of such 
persons as he may think desirable on all 
such matters. 


TRAINING CURRICULUM FOR PUPIL — 
TEACHERS. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxtordshire, Wood- 
stock): I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education , 
whether he will consider the propriety of | 
modification of Schedule V.* of the Day | 
Schooi Code, 1899, by making English | 
(grammar) an optional subject in the. 
training curriculum of pupil teachers, 
with a view to making elementary science | 
a neeessary subject instead ; whether he | 
will frame a scheme for elementary science 
in such a form as to cover the require- 
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ments (in the first instance) for object 
lessons in Standards I., II., and IIL, as 
set out in supplement to Schedule IL, 
alternative course in mechanics, botany, 
horticulture, principles of agriculture and 
experimental, arithmetic, physics, and 
chemistry ; and whether he will consider 
under Clause 10l¢, the propriety of 
making English (grammar) a. specific 
instead of a class subject, with a view to 
making elementary science, as so set out, 
a necessary first-class subject in Standards 
I., IL, and III. 


Sik J. GORST: The Committee of 
Council will consider the suggestions of 
the hon. Member, but I cannot give any 
definite pledge till such consideration has 
taken place. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS IN THE 
HIGHLANDS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether, with a 
view to encourage the construction of 
light railways in the Highland crofting 
counties, the Treasury will consider the 
expediency of arranging for a free grant 
of half the estimated cost of the line. 


Mr. HANBURY: Where the poverty 
of a district is extreme, and the scheme 
proposed promises exceptional advantages 
to local interests, the Treasury is pre- 
pared to make a grant of public money 
equal to one half the estimated expendi- 
ture. This has already been done in one 
instance (the Dornoch line). But each 
case must be judged by its merits, and 
before a grant is made the Treasury 
must be satisfied that the district has 
contributed to the utmost of its means to 
a railway made only in the interest of 
the district. 


CABLE DELAYS IN LIVERPOOL. 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been drawn by 
Liverpool cotton merchants to the serious 
delay which occurs in communicating by 
cable with the United States, after 
ordinary business hours in Liverpool and 
Manchester, but during business hours in 
New York, owing to the refusal of the 
Postal authorities to allow the cable com- 
panies to telephone direct to their clients 
messages received, or to allow the 
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latter to telephone direct to the cable 
companies messages for transmission by 
cable ; whether he is aware that the delay 
involved in sending such messages through 
the Post Office frequently leads to the loss 
of business, which is diverted to the Con- 
tinent, or elsewhere ; whether the Postal 
authorities refuse to allow such direct 
communication between subscribers within 
the same telephone area, because they 
hold that telephone messages in con- 
nection with cablegrams should be charged 
for as inland telegrams ; whether the mer- 
chants concerned have offered to be 
registered as parties to whom cablegrams 
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whether some steps will be taken to see 
that each portion of the sub-district is 
equally served. 


Mr. HANBURY: No complaints have 
recently been made as to the delivery of 
letters at Stradone, County Cavan. The 
Postmaster General is not aware that some 
hundred families are not attended to 


‘owing to the route taken by the rural 


may be telephoned by the cable com-. 


panies, and to pay for all such messages 
sent or received by telephone, as if they 


were telegrams, as well as a registration | 


fee, if required; and whether he will 
recommend the acceptance of this offer, or 
endeavour to make some other arrange- 
ment whereby the rights of the Post Office 
may be safeguarded without detriment to 
business requirements. 


Mr. HANBURY: The company natu- 
rally cannot be allowed to intercept a 
telegraphic message on its way to the 


Postmaster General, however, will give 
further consideration to the question, and 


letter carrier. There are several rural 
postmen working from Stradone, and it 
is believed that every family in the dis- 
trict has now a delivery of letters. If 
the hon. Member can quote any particular 
ease in which the arrangements are not 
considered satisfactory, inquiry shall he 
made. 


LURGAN POST OFFICE. 

Mr. MCCARTAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, with reference to 
the proposed new post office in Lurgan, 
County Armagh, whether he can say if 
the site has been yet secured ; in what 


| portion of the town it is situate ; can he 
/say about what date it is intended to 


endeavour to make some arrangements | 
which will meet the difficulty now ex- | 


perienced in the transmission of such 
messages. 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR: Will | will be completed. Plans of the new 


this apply to in-coming as well as out- 
going messages ! 


a / commence the building ; and whether he 
person to whom it is addressed. The | 2 


can say about what date the new premises 


/are expected to be open for postal and 


telegraph business. 


Mr. HANBURY : Legal arrangements 


are in progress for acquiring the site of 
| the present post office at Lurgan, but it 


cannot yet be stated when the purchase 


building have not yet been prepared, but 


| it is expected that the work will be begun 


as I can see, there would be no objection | 
to merchants telephoning to the secretary 


of the cable company asking him to send 
on messages. But the whole question is 
being reconsidered. 


STRADONE POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether any complaints have been 


recently made to the Department as to’ 
the delivery of letters under the new | 


‘during the ensuing financial year. 


Mr. HANBURY: Primé fucie, so far | 


ATHLEAGUE POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 
Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, S.): I 


| beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 


as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that letters for Four 
Roads, County Roscommon, and district, 
arriving by limited mail at about 9.30 
each morning are brought by mail car to 


' Athleague, which is within three miles of 
that place, and kept there until next 


morning when they are brought by letter 
carrier, being thus delayed for over 


arrangements at Stradone, county Cavan ;'| twenty hours within three miles of their 
whether he is aware that some hundred | destination; and whether he will con- 
families are not attended to owing to the sider the advisability of establishing a 


route taken by the rural carrier; and second delivery between Athleague and 
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Four Roads, or as an alternative, one de-| holdings in order to estimate the value 


livery embracing the two mails, and also 
an extension of the house to house 
delivery in the district. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 


General is making inquiry with the view 


of ascertaining whether any improvement | 


can be made in the postal service to Four | 


; Rose | . ‘ 
Roads, County Roscommon, and What | jeg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
arrangements are needed for completing | 
house-to-house | 


It is necessary | 


the extension of the 
delivery in the district. 
to take returns of the correspondence, and 
this will occupy some time; but the 
Postmaster General will let the hon. 


can be done in the matter. 


RENT APPEALS AT BELFAST. 


before deciding an appeal, and—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must not argue the ques- 
tion. 


IRISH UNION SCHOOL TEACHERS. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is 
the intention of the Government, in the 
impending changes, to abolish the dis- 
parity in the incomes of teachers in non- 
contributory and contributory unions 


in Ireland; and whether an amending 


Member know as soon as possible what | Ant will~ he 


introduced to restore 


uniformity of treatment. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) : I beg to | 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Chief Land Commissioners heard 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFour): As the hon. Member is 
already aware, the Irish Government have 


/recommended a proposal of the Com- 


appeals at Belfast in December last, and | 


that, out of forty-eight cases heard, in 
twenty-two instances the rent was raised, 
twenty-four confirmed, and two only 


reduced ; and whether he can say if the | 
Chief Land Commissioners viewed the | 


farms, or whether the rent returned by 
the court valuers was adhered to in 
every case by the Chief Commissioners ; 
and, if not, can he state in how many 
instances the rent was increased, con- 
firmed, or lowered from that returned by 
the court valuers. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
Batrovur): The figures are not correctly 
stated in the first paragraph. The total 
number of appeals disposed of by the 


Commissioners at Belfast in December | 


was sixty-five. Of these the decisions 


of the Sub-Commissioners were aftirmed | 
/money ; and if so, why is such a length 


in twenty-seven cases; in two cases the 
rents were reduced, in thirty-five cases 
the rents were increased, and one case 
was dismissed. It is not the practice of 
the Chief Commissioners to view the 
holdings. 
rents, as fixed on appeal, were above the 
estimates of the court valuers ; in nine 
cases below and in ten cases equal to the 
rents estimated by the valuers. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say if it is not the habit of 
the Chief Commissioners to inspect the 


In forty-five cases the judicial | 


missioners of National Education for a 
large scheme of reform in the system of 
primary education in Ireland, and the 
Treasury have accepted, generally, the 
financial portions of the scheme. The 
details of the scheme are still under 
discussion, and, pending the explanation 
of the new scheme as a whole, it is not 
considered desirable to enter into parti- 
culars of the changes contemplated. 


KF. B. CHUTE’S ESTATE, CASTLE- 
ISLAND. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a large 
number of tenants on the estate of F. B. 
Chute, situate near Castleisland, signed 
agreements to purchase their holdings in 
October, 1897, and that the Irish Land 
Commission in November, — 1898,. 
sanctioned the agreements and purchase: 


of time allowed to elapse before the 
completion of the sale to the tenants. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W.. 
Batrour): In thirty cases upon the 
estate of Mr. F. B. Chute in the County 
Kerry agreements under the Land Pur- 
chase Acts were lodged in the Land Com- 


| mission in the month of December, 1897. 


The applications for advances in all these 
cases were sanctioned during the months 
of April and November, 1898. The 


vendor's title was lodged by his solicitors. 
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on the 4th February, 1899, and the 
rulings thereon were issued from the 
office of the Land Commission on the 15th 
May following. I am informed by the 
solicitors having carriage of the sale that 
unexpected difficulties have arisen in 
apportioning the head-rent, but that after 


(Questions. 


very considerable labour on their part 


these difficulties have now been practically 
overcome, and it is expected that the 
sales will shortly be completed. 


ALTMORE TENANT FARMERS’ 
GRIEVANCES. 


*Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to | 


ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he 
tenant farmers throughout Ireland, and 
particularly in the Altmore district of 
Tyrone, are excluded from the benefits of 


the Land Acts, either in consequence of | 


joint tenancies or the existence of rever- 
sionary leases ; and whether the Govern- 
ment will amend the law, and thereby 
save these classes of tenants from eviction, 
because of their inability to continue pay- 
ing their present unreduced rents. 

Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
3ALFOUR): The hon. Member is under a 
misapprehension. Joint tenants are not 
excluded from the benefits of the Land 


Acts ; their case is expressly provided for | 


3 


by Section 5, Sub-section 3 of the Land 
Act of 1896. The Government have no 
information as to the number of cases to 
which these provisions apply, and further 
legislation on the subject is not necessary, 
and will not, therefore, be introduced. 


*Mr. DOOGAN: Arising out of the 


answer, may I ask if the right hon. Gentle- | 


man is aware that the courts have decided 
that joint tenants holding under leases 
are excluded from the benefits of the Land 
Act, while ordinary joint tenants are 
only to be dealt with at the discretion of 
the Commissioners 4 

Mr. ATKINSON: | 
notice of that question. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Are we to understand 
from the right hon. Gentleman that joint 
tenants can have a second judicial rent 
fixed without the consent of the landlord ? 
Have they a right to go into the court ? 


must ask for 


[No answer was given. | 


EARL OF GOSFORD’S ESTATE. 
Mr. MCARTAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland, with refer-_ 


VOL. LXXIX. 


{[FoURTH SERIES. | 


is aware that numbers of | 
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| ence to the appeals against the amount of 
| the value of several holdings on the estate 
|of the Earl of Gosford, whether the 
| appeals were made to the Chief Commis- 
| sioner’s Court against the amount of the 
}true value fixed by the Sub-Commis- 
| sioners ; whether the law, as at present, 
obliges the Land Commission to fix a less 
/amount for the true value than the price 
which the tenant could by competition 
obtain in the open market : whether he is 
aware that, in the cases of Robert Carlyle, 
Stevenson, Glenny, and Patterson, the 
| gross amount of £765 fixed by the Sub- 
Commissioners was reduced by the Chief 
| Commissioner to £520; and whether the 
tenants have any remedy or are entitled 
to any compensation for the large sum of 
which they have been thus deprived by 
the Appeal Land Commission. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALrour): It has been found necessary 
to refer this question to the Judicial and 
other Commissioners by whom the cases 
mentioned were heard, and if the hon. 
Member will repeat the question on 
Tuesday next I hope to be then in a 
position to reply to it. 


AGRICULTURAL GRANTS 
URBAN DISTRICTS. 
CapTain DONELAN (Cork, E.) : I beg 

to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 

tion has been directed to a resolution 

recently adopted by the Youghal (County 

Cork) Urban District Council, pointing 

out the hardship inflicted upon occupiers 

of agricultural land situated within urban 
districts under the present system ; and 
whether the Government will consider 
the desirability ‘of extending the pro- 
visions of the Local Government (Ireland) 

Act, with a view to enable such occupiers 

to obtain the benefit of the Agricultural 

Grant. 

Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BaL- 
FOUR): The answer to the first paragraph 
is in the affirmative. The question of 
extending the benefits of the Agricultural 
Grant to the oceupiers of lands in towns 
was most carefully considered at the time 
of the passing of the Local Government 
| Act, 1898, ard it was found quite impos- 
sible +o adopt any scheme, ether then tnat 
embodied in the statute. [ may remind 
che non. Member that agricultural land ir 
tovns. is cnly 2ssessed co cnefourth of! 
some of the taxes. . 
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Captain DONELAN: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the high 
valuation placed on such land casts a very 
heavy burden on the occupier ? 


| No answer was given. | 


ANNALY ESTATE, CO. LONGFORD. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of [reland whether he is aware that 
in L894 anumber of tenants on t 
Annaly (Ratheline) estate, County Long 
gned undertakings to purchase their 
holdings through the Lan 
and that, after repeated delays and an 
application in Judy 


ments were entered into by a number of 


ford, si 





) 
1 Commission, 


udve Ross’s Court, agres 


tenants to purchase under the Act of 1896; 
whether he is aware that in the case of 
well-to«lo tenants on the property these 
agreements have been passed, but in the 
case ot poorer tenants the applicatic ‘a 
for advance wve tm been approved 


also that the tenants who purchased were 
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SELMELLELT UNTON CLERWN'S 
SALARY 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): [ beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lik u 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that compensation has been refused to the 
clerk to Belmullet Union for dieninestion 
of ealaty ander, the- Jsoval «Government 
(Ireland) Act, on the ground that he got 
an inerease of. salary as: cte 


rk OL ‘the 
district voturcie; and; ean? él 


e Loeal e 


} 
Government Boara explain why , they 
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MONS} 


sanctioned the payment of compensation 
to the clerks of union in the County 


Stigo under precisely similar conditions. 


Mr. ATKINSON: (for Mr. G. W. BAL- 
FOUR): There seems to be some misappre- 
hension on these matters. Where the 
duties of * existing ” officers are increased 
the Loeal Government Board fix the in- 
crease of salary proportionate to the 
increase of duties. Where salaries or 
emoluments of such officers are diminished 
they are entitled to compensation, but the 
amount of the compensation is, under 
Section 115, Sub-section 18 of the Local 
Government Act fixed by the Treasury, 


ind not by the Local Government 





entitled to compensation when their 


salaries are increased ? 
Min. ATKINSON : No, Sir. 


Several Hon. Members: But that is 
just what has been done. 

ROSCOMMON MAGISTER ACS 

Mr. TULLY : 


ary to the Lord Lieutenast I 


. : 
I beg to ask the ( I 








Sag 
, ' +2 < 
freland whether his attention t en 
’ 1 4 ‘ + +] v . 
airected to tne tact that th mavistl es 
1 , 1: ' " 
who usually adyidieated at Bailaghader 
‘ ; ; 
reen reUtyv SESSIONS have, ! the 
aS dna wath | lyn? 
qistrict has heen changed to the admin 
1 }> ? 
rative COUNTY or WOSCOMN , vecn 
¢ ] } } 4 r 
preventea by tne resident Cistlate 
é , 
Tron act Yat tne to cout i | 
F ’ ? 
teps wil be taken te med ‘ 
Inco nlence that Nas be ( 
+ } — } ‘ ] ‘ 
the district thus disquatity thie 
] | ee eae 
iOCal Magistrates. 
as WATE TAT CUT . \ ‘ \- Dp 
Sint. A | KINSON (for Ii. « We cee 
FOUR): Under SecHion 6 ot e Local 
Government Act, when a portion of one 


F ee Br ee ek : 
county is adaed to another it becomes an 





inte portion of tae county to which it 





is added, and the justices ot the latter 


acquire, and of the former are depiived 


of, jurisdiction over it. 


ENNIS MARKET TOLLS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 1£ bee 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lientenant of Ireland whether anv 
arangements Can be made to transfer to 


the Ennis Urban Council the right of 
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levying the tolls from fairs and markets 
in the town of Ennis at present collected 
by a private individual. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
Baurour): Under Section 31 of the 
Local Government Act, 1898, the power 
couferred by the 104th section of the 
Public Health Act, 1878, wpon an urban 
county authority to purchase a market 
shall extend to authorise the purchase of 
any franchise or right to hold a market 
or fair, whether under statute or letters 
patent. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 


that be done at once ! 


Will 


Ming ATKINSON: [ have nothing 


to ada. 
Min. WILLIAM REDMOND: ‘Then 
what wood is it? 


.O answer Was given. | 


s~RICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. FIELD: [ beg to lef 
Seevetury to the Lord Lieutenant for lre 


whether he has received a resoiution 


ie ae oy 
asSK the whiter 





vied 
iwhopi Lh he Municipal Council of the 
itv of Dublin respecting the Scien and 
\rt Department ; and whether it is the 
y ion of tl vernment to transfer 
hy ontrol and management of this d 
} ! nt in Ireland to the i \eri ul 
ura d Industries Department. 

Pia VICE-PRESIDENT oF - THE 
DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURI 


[IRELAND * PLUNKETT, Dublin 


('o.. 8.): On Tharsday last | repli “1 to 
i similar question a ldressed to me by the 
hon Barone the Member for West 


Kerry, and 1 would ask the hon. Gentl 


janun to refer to the repiyv given on that 
: rS Ty) D sale Spy ) } 

OCERSION. See The Parliamentary Dehates, 

1) ‘ T oO Daa | 

Fourth Series, Vol. 78, p. 937. | 


IRISH JUDICIAL APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, seeing that 
recently gentlemen differing politically 
from the Government have been promoted 
to be judges in England and Scotland, 
1e can state when the same course will 
adopted by the Government in 
reland as that adopted by the Govern- 
ment in England and Scotland in this 


matter. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope that 
in each of these three kingdoms the 
appointments made will be the best in the 
public interest, having regard to al! the 


circumstances of the ease. 


CAPTAIN DONELAN: Is it the 
fact that there is not a sinvie Nationalist 
on the Trish jucicial bench 


not 


am 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
aware of that fact. 


not 


STANDING ORDERS OF 
FIRST READINGS 

MINUTé&S RULE. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I bee to 
the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the statement 
of the Right Hon. W. 


ith March, 1888, in proposing Standing 


THE 
PHE 


HOUSE 
TEN 


ask 
H. Smith on the 


Order 16, that it was not intended by the 
Order 
introduce without explanation any 
first-rate importance, he 
the introduction of measures by 
f the Cr 


OT & NOn-e 


to give the Government power to 


eT. 
bilis 
restrict 


1} 
ray wil 


y Ministers 
own under this Order to measures 


itent io is Character. 


Ie. A. J. BALFOUR: Tam not aware 
it has been the practice to mtroduce Bills 
of first-ra mportance under this rul 
hou il t muy occasionally hay ,oceur ‘ed. 


’ - Ds} } 
AWA Whell Ollis AVE 


een introduced under the rule they hav 

hnintroad “| without anv explanation. 
Phe hon. Gentleman asks me not mere!y 
to leave the matter re Mr. Smith left 


1] ‘ oat iae: y 
new co “ePLalhhiy 
4 ] j ? 
were neve COCCI plate = 1 mav remin 
} 
> ] : lw, cue . 
him there is a certain pledge requiring the 


gc’ } 4 +} + 
Government to go through aform that no 


privat Member ever goes through, what- 
ever ma 1@ character of the Bill he 
introduces in the House. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
ig! ion. Gentleman adhere to Mr. 
Sinith’s pledge ? 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: No. 
MacNEILL: Has the 


South Belfast the 


Mr. SWIFT 
\Miember for 


First Lord’s place { 


ro 
LAKRCIT 


CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: [ beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury when he pro- 
poses to ask the House togo into Committee 
of Supply on the Civil Service Estimates. 
D 2 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid | 
can give no anticipation at the present 
moment of the day on which the Civil 
Service Estimates will be introduced, as 
we have to do a great deal of financial 
business before then. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman undertake 
to give us full notice. My hon. Friend 
has in the ballot obtained the first place 
for a motion on going into Committee on 
the Civil Service Estimates, and wishes 
to take the opportunity thus afforded him 
of raising the Irish University question. 
Irish members are very anxious to have 
fair notice as to when that question will 
come on. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will endeavour 
to give reasonable notice. I suppose the 
hon. Gentleman does not mean long 
notice. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: As long as 


possible. Can we receive a week’s notice ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not like 
to give pledges which cannot be fulfilled, 
but 1 will endeavour to give a week’s 
notice. 


THE BUDGET. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Can _ the 
First Lord of the Treasury say when the 
Budget will be introduced ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, | am 
afraid 1 am hardly in a position to do 
that. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
Sir Michael Foster, K.C.B., M.D., for 
the University of London. 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This Sessional 
Order has been put down this year exactly 
in the form in which it has been passed 
by the House at the beginning of suc- 
cessive sessions. It would, therefore, be 
an impertinence and only waste of time 
on my part if | offered any explanation or 
made any defence of the Order. I beg to 
move, Sir. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, so soon as the Committee of 
Supply has been appointed and Estimates 
have been presented, the Business of 


*COMMONS} 
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Supply shall (until it be disposed of) be 
the first Order of the Day on Friday, 
unless the House otherwise order on the 
Motion of a Minister of the Crown moved 
at the commencement of Public Business 
to be decided without Amendment or 
Debate ; and the provisions of Standing 
Order No.56 shall be extended to Friday. 
Not more than twenty days, being days 
before the 5th of August, on which the 
Speaker leaves the Chair for the Com- 
mittee of Supply without Question put, 
counting from the first day on which the 
Speaker so left the Chair under Standing 
Order No. 56, shall be allotted for the 
consideration of the Annual Estimates 
for the Army, Navy, and Civil Services, 
including Votes on Account, the Business 
of Supply standing first Order on every 
such day. Provided always, that on 
Motion made after Notice by a Minister 


‘of the Crown, to be decided without 


Amendment or Debate, additional time, 
not exceeding three days, may be allotted 


for the Business of Supply, either 
before or after the 5th of August. 


On the last but one of the allotted days, 
at Ten o'clock p.m., the Chairman shall 
proceed to put forthwith every Question 
necessary to dispose of the outstanding 
Votes in Committee of Supply ; and on 
the last, not being earlier than the 
twentieth of the allotted days, the Speaker 
shall, at Ten o’clock p.m., proceed to put 
forthwith every Question necessary to: 
complete the outstanding Reports of 
Supply. On the days appointed for con- 
cluding the Business of Supply, the con- 
sideration of such business shall not be 
anticipated by a Motion of Adjournment 
under Standing Order No. 17; nor may 
any dilatory Motion be moved on such 
proceedings; nor shall they be interrupted 
under the provisions of any Standing 
Order relating to the Sittings of the 
House. Provided always that any 
Additional Estimate for any new service 
or matter, not included in the original 
Estimates for the vear, shall be submitted 
for consideration in the Committee of 
Supply on any day not later than two 
days before the Committee is closed. 
Provided also that the days occupied by 
the consideration of Estimates supple- 
mentary to those of a previous Session, or of 
any Vote of Credit, shall not be included in 
the computation of the twenty days. 
Provided also that two Morning Sittings 
shall be deemed equivalent to one Three 
o'clock Sitting.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.), 
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Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont) : I had hoped when this Sessional 
Order was proposed to meve an Amend- 
ment which would enable us at any rate 


Business of the 


to discuss a proposal which I have every | 


reason to believe would meet with a large 


amount of support on both sides of the | 


House, but I understand that any Amend- 
ment which would alter a Standing 
Order already in existence would not be 
in order on this occasion. That being so, 
of course I am precluded from moving 
my Amendment, but I would suggest to 
the First Lord of the Treasury an alterna- 
tive proposal which I think would im- 
prove both the efficacy and the popularity 
of the Standing Order, and which would 
notalter the existing days as they now stand 
or require the alteration by a single word 
of any Standing Order. My suggestion 
would not interfere with any existing 
arrangements or any arrangements that 
have been, or are about to be made, on 
the basis of existing arrangements. It is 
that there should be added to the first 
paragraph of the Order some such provision 
as this: “And that on those Fridays the 
House do meet at 11 o’clock am., and 
rise at 6 o'clock p.m.” That would not in 
any way exceed the provisions of any 
Standing Order, because the House ex- 
pressly reserves toitself theright of deciding 
at what hours it should meet and rise. 
There is reason to believe that Members 
on both sides of the House, and of all 
shades of opinion, feel that there is a 
great deal to be said for the suggestion 
contained in my Amendment. An early 
rising on Friday would meet the con- 
venience of those hon. Members whose 
professional and business engagements 
and business habitude lend to their views 
on questions which come before the 
House a weight which this House cannot 
afford to lose. It would tend to induce 
such hon. Members to give up a certain 
portion of their valuable time to attend 
the House, and would specially suit hon. 
Members who represent constituencies in 
the extreme west and north of England, 
in Wales, and in the kingdoms of Ireland 
and Scotland. I think such a proposition 
as this is well worthy of the careful 
attention of the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury. I quite admit that there are some 
hon. Members of weight who have an 
objection to the alteration suggested, but 
I think I should not be out of harmony 
with the general feelings of the House if 


I propose, at a convenient and proper | 
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time, to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether he, on his own behalf and 
that of his colleagues, would agree to the 
appointment of a Select Committee to 
inquire into the whole question. But for 
the present I content myself with sug- 
gesting to him, and to the House 
generally—for after all this is a matter 
which concerns no one but the Members 
of the House—whether a Sessional Order 
in the direction I have pointed out would 
not bring Parliament more into the 
position of a businesslike assembly of a 
business nation. I beg to move. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): On 
more than one occasion, since I have been 
a Member of this House, I have voted 
for a motion to turn Wednesdays into 
Fridays and Fridays into Wednesdays, 
and I have great pleasure in taking this 
opportunity of seconding the Amendment 
of my hon. friend opposite 





Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
L rise to a point of order. Inasmuch as 
the first Standing Order says— 

“That unless the House otherwise order, 


the House should meet every Monday, Tues- 
day, Thursday and Friday at three o’clock ”— 


I ask you whether an Amendment which 
would involve an alteration of that 
Standing Order is in order. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Standing Order 
says, “unless the House otherwise order.” 
If the hon. Member had intended to alter 
the time of the sitting of the House on 
Monday, ‘Tuesday, or Thursday his 
Amendment would not have been in 
order, but as the resolution deals with 
Fridays I think it is competent for the 
hon. Member to move his Amendment 
for altering the hours of sitting upon such 
Fridays. At the same time I think I 
ought to say that it is very inconvenient 
to spring an Amendment which affects a 
Standing Order suddenly upon the House 
without any notice whatever. 


Mr. DUNCOMBE: I regret most 
extremely that I should have sprung this 
Amendment on the House, but I fail to 
see what other course I could take. 


Mr. BROADHURST : I entirely agree 


| with the hon. Member that we should on 


Friday meet at an earlier hour. Some 
hon. Gentlemen seem to think that it is 
something out of order and inconvenient 
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todoso. I differ. On occasions during 
the session an order is made for the 
House to meet at ten, eleven, or twelve ; 
and clearly it is within the power of the 
House itself to make this suggestion sub- 
ject to the approval of the Government or 
the Leader of the House. I do beg the 
House to consider this question on its 
merits, and to have regard to the enor- 
mous convenience it would be to a great 
number of Members of the House to meet 
once a week at eleven in the morning. 
There are a great number of legal gentle- 
men who have to attend the courts, and 
gentlemen in other professions to whom 
eleven o'clock in the day may be considered 
‘an inconvenient hour ; but if we met for 
Supply only once a week at eleven I do 
not think those Members of the House so 
engaged could reasonably find fault. And, 
indeed, so far as my observation of the 
attendance at the House is concerned, I 
think the learned profession, as a rule, 
mark down Supply days for leave of 
absence on a very large scale ; and there- 
fore it would be no great inconvenience to 
them, while it would be a great conveni- 
ence to other Members of the House. I 
have taken an active part ever since I 
entered the House in trying for some re- 
formin the hoursand seasons of sitting, and 
it is only on an occasion of this kind that 
one has an opportunity of submitting a 
plea for consideration. I do not sup- 
pose my hon. friend desires to go to a 
division on the suggestion, or to prolong 


the discussion ; but if the First Lord of , 


the Treasury would give a_ serious 
promise that he will go into the matter 
with a view of meeting this demand, I am 
sure it would meet with the almost 
universal approval of the Members of the 
House. Last session I submitted to him 
some considerations for the alterations of 
the period and meeting of Parliament in 
order that we should avoid sitting here 
in July and August. This suggestion 
does not encounter the same difficulties 
as that one ; itis a suggestion reasonable, 
rational, practical, and wise, and one 
which, as it seems to me, ought to com- 
mend itself to both sides of the House. 


Amendment proposed. 


In line 17, after the word “ August,” to insert 
the words “and on such allotted Fridays the 
House shall meet at 11 a.m. and sit till 6 p.m.” 
—(Mr. Duncombe.) 


be there inserted.” 
Mr. Broadhurst. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I only rise to 


intervene at the present moment because 
I gathered from you, Mr. Speaker, 
that, in your judgment, this debate, 
though in order, is not very opportune, 
and the very few words I shall say 


'may limit its scope. In reference to. 


my hon. friend’s Amendment, it is 
sufficient to point out that it is im- 
possible for me to accept it ; and for two 
reasons, both of which I regard as conclu- 
sive. The first is that I do not think it 
possible so to alter the rules of the House 
as to require the attendance at two 


‘morning sittings during the week of the 


very large number of professional gentle- 
men who have other important avocations 
to pursue. The second reason is that it 
would still further curtail the time of the 
House given to Supply, and I doubt 
whether the House is anxious that such 
time so given to Supply on the allotted 
Fridays should be further diminished. 
While saying that, I entirely agree with 
my hon. friend the Member for Egre- 
mont and the hon. Gentleman opposite 
that there is a large body of feeling in 
the House, pointing in the direction of 
some investigation into the allocation of 
our time. It would be most improper 
for me at the present moment to give the 
pros and cons which may be urged to the 
various proposals brought under my 
notice, but I may be allowed to say two 
things. One is that I do not know any 
circumstance in relation to this matter 
on which the Government should exercise 
any pressure it may have in its power. It 
is absolutely a question for hon. Members 
themselves to decide. The second is that 
in order that hon. Members may have 
materials for a sound decision there 
should be a preliminary investigation into 
a question so bound up with their own 
comfort. Should that view meet with 
general acceptance I will take care that a 
Select Committee shall be appointed for 
the purpose. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I think the House generally 


| will be extremely pleased with the state- 


ment which has been made by the right 
hon. Gentleman. Still I should like to re- 
ply to some of the arguments he has used. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that it 
would largely interfere with and make 


_demands on the time of business men to 
Question proposed, “That those words , have two morning sittings,"and that such 


a change would diminish the actual time 
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allotted to Supply. With regard to the 
first objection, I would remind the right 
hon. Gentleman that his observation does 
not apply toall professional men, but only 
to one profession—a most important one it 
is true—the legal profession ; and I really 
think it is rather unfair that the health, 
time, and interests of every other Mem- 
her of this House should be sacrificed to 
the interests of one particular profession. 
No doubt it will be said that morning 
sittings on Fridays will interfere with the 
convenience of business men, but I would 
point out that the answer to that is 
obvious. After all, there are in this 
House business men other than those who 
represent London; business men from 
Scotland, Ireland, and the provinces, who 
have to reside in London during the 
Parliamentary session, and when it is said 
that a morning sitting interferes with the 
convenience of business men the statement 
should be properly analysed and considered, 
and it would then be found that it would 
only interfere with the convenience of a 
very small section. With regard to the 
other argument of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, that this Amendment, if carried, 
would still further diminish the time 
allotted to Supply, so far as the actual 
number of hours is concerned the argu- 
ment is just and well founded. But there 
are hours and hours. For instance, the 
hours from four to six, which, though 
extremely interesting to hon. Gentle man 
and right hon. Gentleman on both front 
benches, do not facilitate Supply ; and 
there is the dinner hour, during which 
arguments are addressed to empty benches. 
During the dinner hour, though in session, 
the House almost ceases to exist. It is 
true that during that time hon. Gentle- 
men address their constituents through 
the medium of the gentlemen of the Press 
Gallery, but so far as the main body of 
the House is concerned the House does 
not exist for three hours after. The result 
is that we have hon. Gentleman coming 
down later who, not having heard what 
has taken place, with charming freshness 
repeat all the arguments which we 
have already heard. This House has all 
the characteristics of the spendthrift, now 
avariciously economising the time, and 
now 





order! [ 
of the 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, 
would remind the hon. Member 
limited nature of the Amendment. 
question 
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is that the House shall sit on | 
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the allotted Fridays from 11 a.m. to 
6 p.m. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: With regard 


to the proposal itself, it was at first sup- 
posed that the Amendment of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite proposed to substitute 
Friday for Wednesday, and no doubt if 
that had been the proposal of the hon. 
Gentleman it would have met with a 
certain amount of opposition; but his 
suggestion is that the Wednesday sitting 
should remain as it is, and that instead of 
having a long night sitting on Friday we 
should have a short day sitting. I think 
that proposition recommends itself to all 
private Members, and ought to recom- 
mend itself to all official Members of the 
House. How can we ask those gentle- 
men to discharge their duties properly if 
they are compelled to be here from three 
o'clock to twelve every night? Now 
that the country is thinking of setting its 
house in order, I think one of the first 
necessities is to relieve members of the 
Government from the iong hours which 
they are obliged to spend in this House. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I am not now going 
to enter into the arguments raised by the 
hon. Member, but I would recall the House 
to the suggestion thrown out by the Leader 
of the House, that this matter should be 
considered by a Select Committee. I pre- 
sume the right hon. Gentleman means 
that the Committee shall consider not 
only the question raised by the Amend- 
ment, but the general hours of the sittings 
of the House. do not think you can 
consider the one without considering the 
other. I am very glad to know that a 
Committee is going to inquire into this 
matter, because I am not at all sure that 
our hours of sitting are at all satisfactory. 
Every man in the House looks upon this 
question from the point of view of his 
own personal convenience, and this pro- 
posal comes from, and those who raise the 
question are, gentlemen who wish to get 
away from town at the end of the w eek 
for the purposes either of business or 
pleasure ; who wish to get out of London 
without waiting for the Saturday trains. 
They are very worthy persons, no doubt, 
but I do not think they include among 
their ranks the hardest working Members 
of the House. Therefore I am afraid 
if we come to the constitution of a 
Committee to inquire into our hours of 
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sitting we shall have to consider in each | I thank him for anything he does for the 
convenience of the House, I do not very 


individual case to which category of mem- 
bers the candidate belongs. I remember 
a noble Lord, still happily alive, long a 
Member of this House, saying that it you 


would tell him the names of the members | 


forming a Committee he would write the 


Report in each case. In this case I would | 


almost undertake if I saw and analysed 
the names of the members of this pro- 
posed Committee to say on which side 
their judgment would be cast. I think 
our hours at present—and I do not think 
they are satisfactory as at present ar- 
ranged—do not attract the approval and 
admiration of the world at large. Weare 


accustomed to them, and therefore the | 


yoke fits our shoulders, but the world at 
large is astonished. If the right hon. 
Gentleman thinks anything would be 
done by appointing a Committee I would 
welcome its appointment. 1 certainly 
think that an inquiry by Committee 
should precede any action this House 


might take for the alteration of the hours | 


of sitting. 


*Sirk SAMUEL HOARE (Norwich): | 
have no desire to prolong this discussion, 
but I should like just to say a few words 
for myself and other hon. Members who 
are opposed to any change. My hon. 
friend who proposed the Amendment 
before the House hoped to propose a still 
greater change, but that was ruled out of 
order. I am very much afraid that if 
we once begin to change our hours and 


much welcome the appointment of a 
Committee to consider our Standing 
Orders. I have gone through all the 
reports of the five Committees that have 
sat since 1837, and I find that these Com- 
mittees have been selected from the leading 
Parliamentary authorities of the day, and 
they have gone fully into the various 
questions which are raised now. I am 
not prepared to say that they have not 
made recommendations which the House 
has accepted, but Iam prepared to say 
that the most important changes in the 
Standing Orders have been made by the 
House itself on the initiation of the 
Government, who have thought some 
change desirable. If I look at the Reports 
for 1837 and the Reports for 1848 I find 
that some of their mosc important recom- 
mendations have ever since that time 
been ignored by this House. Therefore, 
I am inclined to think myself, and I 
should prefer it, that it would have been 
better had the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House said he would look 


‘fully into the matter, and on a future 


days of meeting we shall get into difficul- | 
ties. The right hon. Gentleman the | 


Leader of the Opposition said that 


every Member looked at this ques- | 


tion from the point of view of 
his own personal convenience ; when 


the House arrives at a decision upon this | 


matter I hope it will consider the officials | 
and the Government and those who are | 


obliged to attend. Another point that 
I would like to suggest is that it would 
lead to those Members who sit on Private 
Bill Committees and sit every day 


frequently having to interrupt their | 


sittings at most inconvenient times. I 


can say from experience that when you | 
are busy on some important matter it is | 
extremely inconvenient to have to leave | 


your work to take part in divisions. 
My right hon. friend the Leader of the 


House has intimated that he will grant a | 
Committee to consider our Standing, 


Orders. Now I confess that while 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


oscasion propose the changes which he 
thinks, and which the Government think, 
will be to the advantage of the House. 
After all, the responsibility for the con- 
duct of the business of the House must 
rest with the Government of the day. 
They have a better knowledge of what is 
required, and a greater experience than a 
good many of us as to the best mode of 
carrying through the business. If a 
Committee should be appointed I 
would express the hope that it 
should be a _ very strong and a 
very full one. But first let me 
read one of the chief recommendations of 
the Committee of 1848, among whose 
members were Mr. Denison (Chairman), 
Sir Robert Peel, and Mr. Disraeli. — It 
was one of the most important clauses in 
their Report— 

“Your Committee, however; ventures to 
express an opinion that the satisfactory con- 
duct and progress of the business of the House 
must mainly depend on Her Majesty s Govern- 
ment, holding as they do the chief control 
over its management.” 

I think many of us would be content to 
act upon the recommendation of that 
Committee ; and if my right hon. friend 
the First Lord of the Treasury thinks it 
is desirable that there should be a Com- 
mittee, then I shall watch its progress, 
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when formed, with interest, and with 


some fear lest, by endeavouring to make | 
changes, we may find in the result that | 
The plan of opera- | 


it has not answered. 
tions with regard to the Standing Orders 
is a very good one. The general custom 
observed in altering them has been for 
some three or four or five years to move 
the change in a Sessional Order. That 
gives the House an opportunity of seeing, 


year after year, that the proposal of the | 


Government answers, and is useful in 
assisting the business of the House, 
and the Sessional Order can then 
made a Standing Order. Well, 
seems to me that we had 

better go on on that system ; 
whether we do or not. I know that I 
am speaking for several Members of this 
House when I express their earnest 
desire that any tampering with our 
Standing Orders should be carried out 
with the greatest care and the greatest 
caution. IL believe that the work 
this House is being well done at this 


it 


time, and it should not be for the con- , 
another | 


venience of one section or 
section that we should try an experiment 
which may end in failure. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I have no particular interest in this 
debate, Sir, but I intervene for a few 
moments simply because, although I have 


been for some years a Member of this 


House, I have never spoken on an acade- 
mic subject before. The hon. Bazonet 
who has just spoken is a great Conserva- 
tive, and is exceedingly loth to interfere 
with these Standing Orders ; but does he 
know that the late hours in this House 


are an entirely modern institution, and | 


entirely owing to modern usages? The 
ordinary business time of the House was 


formerly from ten o'clock till four o'clock ; | 


but now we appear to be met together for 
the purpose of consulting the convenience 
of the few. It is the gentlemen in the 


City and those who do business on the , 


Stock Exchange, and who come here after 
the day’s work there is done, whose con- 
venience we are now asked to consult. I 
think that, having regard to the fact that 
the great majority of the Members of this 
House give up their business to attend 
here, and that the business of the nation 
will be stifled by studying the interests of 


a few City Members, I mast oppose the | 
| week. 


main resolution. 


{15 Fepruary 1900} 
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much | 
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House (Supply). 


' *Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I think it is 
extremely unfortunate that this motion is 
brought forward now, as nobody is in the 
least prepared for it ; and, therefore, hon. 
Members have not given it that consider- 
ation which an alteration of the Rules of 
the House naturally involves. I know 
that there are hon. Members who consider 
the Standing Orders proper objects for 
their ambition at any moment for the 
purposes of experiment; but there are 
| other Members of this House—the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouth among them—who are regular 
' Tories in this matter, and who look upon 
the Standing Orders with veneration, and 
on the traditions of the House with greater 
veneration still. I hold that it is 
impossible to deal at this moment with 
this resolution, because, in the first 
place, it affects a part of the whole 
system of the House. Secondly, I 
hold that we are not in any way 
prepared for it. I do not know that my 
hon. friend who moved the resolution is 
aware of the amount of time it will take 
from Supply. As it stands we have 
twenty days of nine hours a day. 
This would mean the taking away of 
two ninths, or more than four days of 
the time we give to Supply. As regards 
the argument of my hon. friend opposite, 
the hon. Member for the Scotland Division 
of Liverpool, I cannot consent to it. I 
say first of all that we have not too many 
days now allotted to us—that is, days 
beginning at three and ending at twelve. 
And if we have not sufficient even now I 
‘should say, from the example we had last 
year, that to reduce the time still further 
is a very dangerous experiment. If there 
is to be a change it should not be upon a 
small proposal like this. Then I say that 
to appoint a Select Committee to consider 
only the question of whether the sitting on 
Friday should be altered from three 
o'clock to twelve o’clock appears to me a 
| strange proceeding, and I hope the First 
| Lord of the Treasury will withdraw that. 
The right hon. Gentleman does not 
answer 


| 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was not 
aware that my hon. friend was appealing 
to me, but if he had listened to my 
speech he would have heard me say that 
I was quite ready to grant a Committee 


' to discuss the distribution of time of the 


House as between the various days of the 
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sitting we shall have to consider in each | 
individual case to which category of mem- | 
bers the candidate belongs. I remember 
a noble Lord, still happily alive, long a 
Member of this House, saying that if you | 
would tell him the names of the members | 
forming a Committee he would write the | 
Report in each case. In this case I would | 
almost undertake if I saw and analysed 

the names of the members of this pro- 

posed Committee to say on which side 

their judgment would be cast. I think 

our hours at present—and I do not think 

they are satisfactory as at present ar- 

ranged—do not attract the approval and | 
admiration of the world at large. Weare 
accustomed to them, and therefore the 
yoke fits our shoulders, but the world at 
large is astonished. If the right hon. 
Gentleman thinks anything would be 
done by appointing a Committee I would 
welcome its appointment. 1 certainly 
think that an inquiry by Committee 
should precede any action this House 
might take for the alteration of the hours | 
of sitting. 


*Sir SAMUEL HOARE (Norwich): I 
have no desire to prolong this discussion, 
but I should like just to say a few words 
for myself and other hon. Members who 
are opposed to any change. My hon. 
friend who proposed the Amendment 
before the House hoped to propose a still 
greater change, but that was ruled out of 
order. I am very much afraid that if 
we once begin to change our hours and 
days of meeting we shall get into difficul- 
ties. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition said that 
every Member looked at this ques- 
tion from the point of view of 
his own personal convenience ; when 
the House arrives at a decision upon this 
matter I hope it will consider the officials | 
and the Government and those who are | 
obliged to attend. Another point that | 
I would like to suggest is that it would 
lead to those Members who sit on Private | 
Bill Committees and sit every day 
frequently having to interrupt their 
sittings at most inconvenient times. I 
can say from experience that when you 
are busy on some important matter it is 
extremely inconvenient to have to leave 
your work to take part in divisions. 
My right hon. friend the Leader of the 
House has intimated that he will grant a 
Committee to consider our Standing | 
Orders. Now I confess that while | 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 


I thank him for anything he does for the 
convenience of the House, I do not very 
much welcome the appointment of a 
Committee to consider our Standing 
Orders. I have gone through all the 
reports of the five Committees that have 
sat since 1837, and I find that these Com- 
mittees have been selected from the leading 
Parliamentary authorities of the day, and 
they have gone fully into the various 
questions which are raised now. I am 
not prepared to say that they have not 
made recommendations which the House 
has accepted, but I am prepared to say 
that the most important changes in the 


Standing Orders have been made by the 


House itself on the initiation of the 
Government, who have thought some 
change desirable. If I look at the Reports 
for 1837 and the Reports for 1848 I find 
that some of their most important recom- 
mendations have ever since that time 
been ignored by this House. Therefore, 
I am inclined to think myself, and I 
should prefer it, that it would have been 
better had the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House said he would look 


‘fully into the matter, and on a future 


ozcasion propose the changes which he 
thinks, and which the Government think, 
will be to the advantage of the House. 
After all, the responsibility for the con- 
duct of the business of the House must 
rest with the Government of the day. 
They have a better knowledge of what is 
required, and a greater experience than a 
good many of us as to the best mode of 
carrying through the business. If a 
Committee should be appointed I 
would express the hope that it 
should be a very strong and a 
very full one. But first let me 
read one of the chief recommendations of 
the Committee of 1848, among whose 
members were Mr. Denison (Chairman), 
Sir Robert Peel, and Mr. Disraeli. It 
was one of the most important clauses in 
their Keport— 

“Your Committee, however; ventures to 
express an opinion that the satisfactory con- 
duct and progress of the business of the House 
must mainly depend on Her Majesty s Govern- 
ment, holding as they do the chief control 
over its management.” 

I think many of us would be content to 
act upon the recommendation of that 
Committee ; and if my right hon. friend 
the First Lord of the Treasury thinks it 
is desirable that there should be a Com- 
mittee, then I shall watch its progress, 
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when formed, with interest, and with 


some fear lest, by endeavouring to make | 
changes, we may find in the result that | 


it has not answered. The plan of opera- 


tions with regard to the Standing Orders | 


is a very good one. The general custom 


observed in altering them has been for | 


some three or four or five years to move 
the change in a Sessional Order. That 
gives the House an opportunity of seeing, 


year after year, that the proposal of the | 


Government answers, and is useful in 
assisting the business of the House, 
and the Sessional Order can then 
made a Standing Order. Well, it 
seems to me that we had much 
better go on on that system ; 
whether we do or not. I know that I 
am speaking for several Members of this 
House when I express their earnest 
desire that any tampering with our 


Standing Orders should be carried out_ 


with the greatest care and the greatest 
caution. | believe that the work 
this House is being well done at this 
time, and it should not be for the con- 
venience of one section or 
section that we should try an experiment 
which may end in failure. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
$.): I have no particular interest in this 
debate, Sir, but I intervene for a few 
moments simply because, although I have 
been for some years a Member of this 
House, I have never spoken on an acade- 
mic subject before. The hon. Bazonet 
who has just spoken is a great Conserva- 
tive, and is exceedingly loth to interfere 
with these Standing Orders ; but does he 
know that the late hours in this House 


are an entirely modern institution, and | 


entirely owing to modern usages? The 
ordinary business time of the House was 
formerly from ten o’clock till four o’clock ; 
but now we appear to be met together for | 
the purpose of consulting the convenience 
of the few. It is the gentlemen in the 
City and those who do business on the , 
Stock Exchange, and who come here after 
the day’s work there is done, whose con- 
venience we are now asked to consult. | 
think that, having regard to the fact that 
the great majority of the Members of this 
House give up their business to attend 
here, and that the business of the nation 
will be stifled by studying the interests of 
a few City Members, | must oppose the 
main resolution. 
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' *Mnr. GIBSON BOWLES: I think it is 
extremely unfortunate that this motion is 
brought forward now, as nobody is in the 
least prepared for it ; and, therefore, hon. 
Members have not given it that consider- 
ation which an alteration of the Rules of 
the House naturally involves. I know 
that there are hon. Members who consider 
| the Standing Orders proper objects for 
their ambition at any moment for the 
purposes of experiment; but there are 
other Members of this House—the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouth among them—who are regular 
Tories in this matter, and who look upon 
the Standing Orders with veneration, and 
on the traditions of the House with greater 
veneration still. I hold that it is 
impossible to deal at this moment with 
this resolution, because, in the first 
place, it affects a part of the whole 
system of the House. Secondly, I 
hold that we are not in any way 
prepared for it. I do not know that my 
hon. friend who moved the resolution is 
aware of the amount of time it will take 
from Supply. As it stands we have 
twenty days of nine hours a day. 
'This would mean the taking away of 
two ninths, or more than four days of 
the time we give to Supply. As regards 
the argument of my hon. friend opposite, 
, the hon. Member for the Scotland Division 
/of Liverpool, I cannot consent to it. I 
say first of all that we have not too many 
‘days now allotted to us—that is, days 
beginning at three and ending at twelve. 
And if we have not sufficient even now I 
should say, from the example we had last 
year, that to reduce the time still further 
is a very dangerous experiment. If there 
is to be a change it should not be upon a 
small proposal like this. Then I say that 
to appoint a Select Committee to consider 


only the question of whether the sitting on 


Friday should be altered from three 
o'clock to twelve o'clock appears to me a 
strange proceeding, and I hope the First 
Lord of the Treasury will withdraw that. 
The right hon. Gentleman does not 
answer— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was not 
aware that my hon. friend was appealing 
to me, but if he had listened to my 
speech he would have heard me say that 
I was quite ready to grant a Committee 


' to discuss the distribution of time of the 


House as between the various days of the 
week. 
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*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then it 


only remains to my hon. friend to with- 
draw his Amendment. 


Mr. DUNCOMBE: I beg leave to 


withdraw my Amendment. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie): Sir, I take exception to the 
Amendment being withdrawn. The 
country is not represented in this House 
by London men only. I happen to 
belong to a constituency in the country, 
and I am not at all sorry that the House 
has begun to consider whether the con- 
venience of the bulk of the Members shall 
be considered, or merely a section of it. 
While I am at all times ready to give any 
suggestion from the First Lord of the 
Treasury all the weight to which it is 
entitled, may I point out to him that | 
have grown up to my present age on the 
understanding that if there be one way 
more effective than another of delaying 
any reform it is referring it to a Select 
Jommittee. The First Lord himself has 
again and again, for the convenience of 
public business, made larger changes than 
that proposed to night, and IT have voted 
for those changes. But surely men who 
come from Scotland, Ireland, and distant 
parts of England are entitled to some con 
sideration in this matter. Moreover, I 
do uot believe the country approves of 
business being done after tweive o’clock 
at night. I have seen the way in which 
Votes are shot through this House after 
midnight, and I object entirely to the 
method. Another consideration is that 
in far away parts we often have consider- 
able difficulty in obtaining the services as 
Members of Parliament of the men we 
should like to have, on account of the 
difficulty of attending to public duties, 
the laborious hours, and the inconvenient 
arrangements which prevail. I can con- 
ceive a vast improvement in the arrange 
ments of this House which would make 
it easier for men of weight and position 
in the far parts of the country to take 


part in your deliberations if the hours | 


were somewhat altered. As to the argu- 
ment of time, I think that has been pretty 
well disposed of by the hon. Member for 


the Scotland Division. Between the , 
hours of eleven and six there are seven | 
hours, all of whieh would be available for | 


work if you made the provision that no 
questions or private business should be 


taken. To compare with that, take a, 


Friday evening under present cireum- 
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stances. There are questions and all 
sorts of interruptions. One comes down 
to take part in the consideration of some 
item of the Estimates, only to find that 
seven or eight o'clock arrives before the 
question comes on, then follows the dinner 
hour, and after that the small hours 
of the morning. I would further 
point out that the Government put 
pressure on their own men to avoid 
discussion on the Estimates. I do 
not suppose that that fault is confined 
to the Government of which I am a sup- 
porter, but I have again and again come 
down to the House with the intention of 
calling attention to some particular Esti- 
mate, but have been stopped at the door. 
I do not believe this proposal will get 
much support from the occupants of the 
front benches, as they are wedded to 
tradition, from which it is exceedingly 
difficult for them to free themselves. 
Instead of the question being veferied to 
a Select Committee, I would much rather 
that the right hon. Gentleman put himself 
in the way of hearing the opinion which 
is very generally held on both sides of the 
House as to the desirability of some 
change, and that, after hearing that 
opinion, he should endeavour on his own 
initiative to make the changes which are 
so much desired. 


Mr. DUNCOMBE: Of course the 
Leader of the House undertakes that the 
motion for the appointment of the Select 
Committee should be put down at such 
a time that we may be able to discuss it ? 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : I 
should like to ask whether the right hon. 
Gentleman will take care that the refer- 
ence to the Committee shall be wide 
enough to cover the question of the 
House meeting half anhour or an hour 
earlier each day and rising earlier ? 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): 


May I ask the right hon. Gentleman to 


‘take care that the rights of Irish Members 


to discuss Irish Estimates are not inter- 
fered with? Last session we discussed 
Irish Estimates only on three occasions ; 
and a great number of Votes were rushed 
through without any discussion at all. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
| question does not arise on the motion 
‘before the House. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


House (Supply). 116. 











117 


Mr. 
when 
House 
in 189 
Select 
on by 
Gentle 
On th 
up for 
inaceu 
the sec 
find fi 
fourth 
justice 
of dis 
The ru 
actuall 
had 1 
Nation 
Membr 
nised 1 
front 
safegui 
promis 
¢cional 
had we 
discuss 
the Ge 
was di 
Irish 1 
of, as t 
were a 
every | 
In 189 
alterati 
Irish ( 
nor ha 
since. 
million: 
matter‘ 
cussion 
worse. 
salary, 
1898 
the R 
was 
only 1 
could 
people 
this rul 
the Iris 
After : 
people, 
throug] 
were n 
should 
discuss! 
their di 
—thou 
questio 




















117 Business of the 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said that 


when the main question now before the 
House was introduced for the first time 
in 1896 it was not the product of any 
Select Committee but was simply pushed 
on by the iron hand of the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Treasury. 
On the first occasion this resolution came 
up for discussion Irish Members were told 
inaccurately what its effect would be ; on 
the second occasion they had not much to 
find fault with; but on the third and 
fourth occasions they complained with 
justice that they had had no opportunity 
of discussing various [rish Estimates. 
The rule was framed in such a way as 


actually to strangle Irish discussion. It 
had to be remembered that Irish 


Nationalist Members were always private 
Members ; they took no office, and recog- 
nised no official leader on either of the 
front benches. Therefore, unless they 
safeguarded their rights they were com- 
promised and trampled on in an uncon- 
scionable manner. The way this rule 
had worked out was that every Vote the 
discussion of which was objectionable to 
the Government was pushed back and so 
was discussion prevented. In 1896 the 
Irish Members had nothing to complain 
of, as they had five days in which they 
were able fairly and properly to discuss 
every Estimate of importance to Ireland. 
In 1897, however, there was a complete 
alteration. The discussion on the Royal 
Irish Constabulary Vote was prevented, 
nor had that discussion been allowed 
since. In that year altogether 17 or 18 
millions of money were voted on Irish 
matters in a couple of hours without dis- 
cussion. In 1898, matters became even 
worse. In 1897, the Chief Secretary’s 
salary, at least, was discussed, but in 


1898 and 1899 neither that nor 
the Royal Irish Constabulary Vote 
was allowed to come up. The 
only way in which a Government 


could be brought in touch with the 
people was by criticism, and the result of 
this rule had been to destroy criticism cf 
the [rish Estimates by the Irish Members. 
After all, it was in the hands of the 
people, and a Government could only act 
through the power of the people. There 
were many reasons why Irish Members 
should have the fullest opportunity for 
discussing the Estimates, and it would be 
their duty to intervene in this discussion 
—though their intervention in foreign 
questions was not received with gladness 
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having regard to the fact that in one way 
or another levies would be made upon 
Ireland in respect to the expenses of a 
war which the majority of the people 
considered unnecessary and unjust. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) was unable to agree 
with the views just expressed. This was 
not to be a great legislative session, but 
was rather to be devoted to the prosecu- 
tion of the war and strengthening the 
defences of the country. Those matters 
could only be discussed on the Army and 
Navy Estimates, and having regard to 
the state of feeling in the country, he 
thought the House should have ample 
time to discuss the Army Votes. A 
great deal more time should be given to 
them than had been allotted in former 
years, That was a point on which both 
sides would agree, and he thought some 
modification of the rule might be allowed 
this session. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) said 
the rule had one great advantage. In the 
course of the two preceding sessions two 
nights had been spent in long prome- 
nades through the lobbies. That was not a 
dignified performance, and might be put 
an end to by the judicious use of this 
rule. He hoped that the time allotted 
would be so used as to enable the House 
to discuss the Estimates fully, but not so 
as to allow obstruction. In his opinion 
the Government had not applied the 
closure sufficiently, and he hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury would use the power in his 
hand to bring the discussion to an early 
termination. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND = (Water- 
ford): I have always regarded this rule 
as the most ingenious that was ever 
framed. Nothing has so facilitated the 
general business of the House and 
Government as this rule, and on that point 
the right hon. Gentleman is to be con- 
gratulated on the success of his ingenious 
plan. But he will at once admit that if 
this power is not carried ont with the 
most scrupulous care injustice may be done 
to various sections of the House, like that 


which was done to the  representa- 
tives of Ireland. What has _hap- 
pened? In 1897, 1898, and 1899 Votes 


of the utmost importance to Irish Mem- 
bers 


were passed over without dis- 
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cussion. That was not due to the fault of 
the Irish Members. During the last 


three years we have been prevented 

from discussing at all some of the | 
most important Votes for Ireland. Our 

case is entirely different from that of 

England and Scotland. If Scotch Mem- 

bers found that their most important 

Estimates had been closured without dis- 

cussion for three years, | think at the end 

of the third year they would have a con- | 
clusive case for asking for a larger 

amount of time than in previous years. 

We have received three days for the dis- 
cussion of the [rish Estimates in each of 
the last three years, and in view of the 
fact that many of these Votes have not 
been discussed for three years, I submit 
that this year at any rate the Irish Mem- 
bers should be given more than three 
days. J would ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether he would not think it fair 
to give five days instead of three for the 
discussion of the Irish Estimates, and we 
would be able to utilise these days in dis- 
cussing those Estimates which have not 
been discussed for the last three years. 
There is one concession I would like to ask 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and to my 
mind there will be no difficulty in grant- 
ing it. This proposal does not preclude 
the Government from taking other days 
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besides Fridays, and therefore they can | 


take continuous days. It is of importance 
to the Irish Members that the Irish Votes 
should, if possible, be taken on consecu- 
tive days, as a considerable number of 
Members come over from Ireland specially 
for the discussion of the Estimates, and 
it would be very inconvenient for them 


_ allocated to private Members. 


to come over one Friday, then go back | 
and have to return on the succeeding | 


Friday. 
the Treasury very respectfully to take 


I would ask the First Lord of | 


the Irish Votes on consecutive days, and | 
at such a period of the session as _ will 


meet with the views of the 


Irish | 


Members, and also to give us this year a | 


larger proportion of time for the dis- 
cussion of the Irish Estimates. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I confess 
it has always seemed to me that the Irish 


House (Supply). 120 


If there were to be a fair allocation of the 
time of the House on any intelligible 
principle, | think hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site would find that they were entitled 
to far less than they receive. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND : Closure the 
Irish Estimates altogether. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I am coming 
to that, although I do not approve of 
that course. This is the fifth time in 
which this Sessional Order has been in- 
troduced, and every year it is introduced 
brings us, I am afraid, nearer to the time 
when perhaps it will be made a Standing 
Order. In view of that fact I would point 
out that the effect of this rule is to deprive 
private Members—the representatives of 
the Commons as distinguished from the 
representatives of the Ministers—of all 
power. This is called the House 
of Commons, but it really is in a fair 
way to become a den of Placemen, on 
account of the successive steps whereby 
all power is taken out of the hands of 
private Members and put into the hands 
of the Government. First of all we have 
got the closure, and [I am very far from 
wishing to see it applied, either to the 
hon. Gentlemen for Ireland or to the 
hon. Members on this side of the House. 
Then we have the practice whereby the 
House allows the Government every year 
to take an enormous proportion of the 
time which by the Standing Orders— 
the effect of the wisdom of centuries —is 
By Stand- 
ing Orders three-fifths of the time of the 
House belongs to private Members, and 
two-fifths to the Government. The year 
before last the Government took nine- 
tenths of thetime instead of the four-tenths 
to which it was entitled. The fault lies 
with the House altogether. Let the 
House consider what this Sessional Order 
amounts to. When I was first introduced 
to the arts of Parliamentary life by my 
hon. friend the Secretary to the Treasury, 
whom I really suspect to be the author of 


| this Order, what I found was that abso- 


Members have always had far more than | 


their fair share of the time of the House. | 
They are allowed days of their own for 
the Irish Estimates, and then they | 


generally come in and assist us with their 
advice on the Imperial Estimates, which | 
of course they have a perfect right to do. | 
' 

Mr. John Redmond. 


lutely the sole engine and weapon which 
we as private Members had to meet the 
Government with was discussion of the 
Estimates. It was by threatening, I will 
not say obstructive, but adequate discus- 
sion of the Estimates, and by the assertion 
of our right to debate these Estimates 
fully, that we were able to get anything 
out of the Government. I have had many 
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things out of the Government, and after | 


consultations behind the Speaker’s chair I 
have observed a greater reticence than per- 
haps I would otherwise have thought fit 
on the Estimates. When you pass this 
Order all that power is gone. You give the 
Government twenty days, and the result 
is that instead of the Estimates being dis- 
cussed in the time of the Government, they 


are discussed in private Members’ time. | 


The Government do not care a straw how 
those twenty days are passed, and if 
nineteen out of the twenty were given to 
hon. Gentlemen from Ireland—although 


then I do not suppose they would be satis- , 


fied the Government would not mind— 
for the twentieth day would guillotine 
everything left and give them all they 
want. The result is that the private Mem- 
ber is drawing nearer to the time when he 
will be deprived of almost his last chance 
of dealing with the Government. In days 
gone by the debate on the Address was 
generally finished before the dinner hour ; 
it now takes about ten days, because 
private Members, having been driven off 
the Votes in consequence of this Order, 
come on to the Address. There are three 
things in this rule, all independent of 
each other---one is good; the other 
two are lamentably and entirely to be 
condemned. The allocation of Fridays for 
Supply is good-—though even that filches 
the days of private Members—but the 
limiting of the number of days to twenty 
and the limitation of the period to the 
5th August are utterly bad. All hard 
and fast rules are bad in a House like 
this, because we may be engaged in im- 
portant duties when the discussion comes 
to an end. ‘Twenty days did not suttice 
even last year. We had last year 151 
Votes to discuss ; the result was that on 
the 3rd or 4th August —the fatal twentieth 
day —there were rushed through before 
ten o'clock nineteen Votes involving 2} 
millions of money. I say “rushed 
through,” because it was manifestly 
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for the Treasury, the Home Oftice, the 
Foreign Office, the Mercantile Marine, 
and for that Secret Service money which 
we now know was altogether insufficient 
and the Vote for which, if not guillo- 
tined, might have been increased by the 
familiar process of moving its reduction. 
This shows that it is very bad to have 
ahard and fast rule at all. There should 
be no limit of twenty days, and the time 
should not end on the 5th August. I have 
only risen to say that the repetition of 
this Sessional Order is the repetition of 
too successful attempts made in the past 
on behalf of all Ministers, because when a 
man becomes a Minister he seems to. 
acquire the habits of his predecessors on 
the Treasury bench, and is anxious to 
deprive the private Member of all 


opportunities and = all power, and 
to take the whole of the time for 
the Government alone. To that ex- 
tent I think this is an unfortunate 


rule. This session we are in special cir- 
cumstances, but these special cireum- 
stances require rather more than less 
discussion, because in all probability some 
of the very great Imperial matters in 
which we are now so anxiously concerned 
will have to be discussed on the Estimates. 
Still we are in special circumstances, and 
I am perfectly certain that Members on 
both sides of the House will feel inclined 
to diminish discission as much as pos- 
sible, and strengthen the hands of the 
Government for a vigorous prosecution of 
the war. | think this Sessional Order is 
a dangerous thing. I fear it more on the 
fifth time than I did on the first, because 


it tends more nearly to become a Stand- 


impossible at that last hour to discuss the | 


Votes, no matter what their importance. 
After ten oclock forty-six Votes, in- 
volving £5,100,000, were guillotined, so 
that on that evening sixty-five Votes out 


of the whole 151, involving nearly eight } 


hon. 


| 


millions of money, were passed, and there- | 


fore nearly half the Votes were not dis- 


cussed at all, but had their heads cut off | 
under the operation of this rule. Among | 


them were some very important Votes, 


such as the Vote for Uganda, the Vote. 


ing Order. I trust that a stand may be 
made against it, and that the Govern- 
ment will make it more elastic by leaving 
out the limitation as to the number of 
days, and also the limit of August the 5th 
as to time. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall reply 
very briefly to the speeches made by 
Gentlemen on both sides of the 
House, most of them, I am afraid, in a 
spirit hostile to the rule. My hon. 
friend who has just sat down made a 
startling revelation of the methods he 
was in the habit of adopting in the days 
before this rule came into force, and he 
indicated what I confess shocked my 
innocent mind, that it had been his 
practice, under threat, I will not say of 
obstruction, but at all events of able 
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cussion. That was not due to the fault of 
the Irish Members. During the last 
three years we have been prevented 
from discussing at all some of the 
most important Votes for Ireland. Our | 
case is entirely different from that of | 
England and Scotland. If Scotch Mem- 
bers found that their most important 
Estimates had been closured without dis- 
cussion for three years, I think at the end 
of the third year they would have a con- | 
clusive case for asking for a larger 
amount of time than in previous years. 
We have received three days for the dis- 
cussion of the Irish Estimates in each of 
the last three years, and in view of the 
fact that many of these Votes have not 
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been discussed for three years, I submit | 


that this year at any rate the Irish Mem- 


bers should be given more than three | 


days. I would ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether he would not think it fair 
to give five days instead of three for the 
discussion of the Irish Estimates, and we 
would be able to utilise these days in dis- 
cussing those Estimates which have not 
been discussed for the last three years. 
There is one concession I would like to ask 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and to my 
mind there will be no difficulty in grant- 
ing it. This proposal does not preclude 
the Government from taking other days 
besides Fridays, and therefore they can ' 
take continuous days. It is of importance 
to the Irish Members that the Irish Votes 
should, if possible, be taken on consecu- 
tive days, as a considerable number of 
Members come over from Ireland specially 
for the discussion of the Estimates, and 
it would be very inconvenient for them | 
to come over one Friday, then go back | 
and have to return on the succeeding | 
Friday. I would ask the First Lord of | 
the Treasury very respectfully to take 
the Irish Votes on consecutive days, and 
at such a period of the session as will 
meet with the views of the Irish | 
Members, and also to give us this year a | 
larger proportion of time for the dis-| 
cussion of the Irish Estimates. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I confess 
it has always seemed to me that the Irish | 
Members have always had far more than | 
their fair share of the time of the House. 
They are allowed days of their own. for 
the Irish Estimates, and then they | 
generally come in and assist us with their 
advice on the Imperial Estimates, which | 
of course they have a perfect right to do. | 

Mr. John Redmond. 
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If there were to be a fair allocation of the 
time of the House on any _ intelligible 
principle, I think hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site would find that they were entitled 
to far less than they receive. 


House (Supply). 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND : Closure the 
Irish Estimates altogether. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I am coming 
to that, although [ do not approve of 
that course. This is the fifth time in 
which this Sessional Order has been in- 
troduced, and every year it is introduced 
brings us, I am afraid, nearer to the time 
when perhaps it will be made a Standing 
Order. In view of that fact I would point 
out that the effect of this rule is to deprive 
private Members—the representatives of 
the Commons as distinguished from the 
representatives of the Ministers—of all 
power. This is called the House 
of Commons, but it really is in a fair 
way to become a den of Placemen, on 
account of the successive steps whereby 
all power is taken out of the hands of 
private Members and put into the hands 
of the Government. First of all we have 
got the closure, and I am very far from 
wishing to see it applied, either to the 
hon. Gentlemen for Ireland or to the 
hon. Members on this side of the House. 
Then we have the practice whereby the 


_ House allows the Government every year 


to take an enormous proportion of the 
time which by the Standing Orders— 
the effect of the wisdom of centuries —is 
allocated to private Members. By Stand- 
ing Orders three-fifths of the time of the 
House belongs to private Members, and 
two-fifths to the Government. The year 
before last the Government took nine- 
tenths of thetime instead of the four-tenths 
to which it was entitled. The fault lies 
with the House altogether. Let the 
House consider what this Sessional Order 
amounts to. When I was first introduced 
to the arts of Parliamentary life by my 
hon. friend the Secretary to the Treasury, 


' whom I really suspect to be the author of 


this Order, what I found was that abso- 


| lutely the sole engine and weapon which 


we as private Members had to meet the 
Government with was discussion of the 
Estimates. It was by threatening, I will 
not say obstructive, but adequate discus- 
sion of the Estimates, and by the assertion 
of our right to debate these Estimates 
fully, that we were able to get anything 
out of the Government. I have had many 











121 


thing 
consu 
have 
haps 
on tl 
Orde: 
Gove 
is the 
cusse 
are ¢ 
The | 
those 
ninet 
hon. 

then 
tied 

for t 
every 
want. 
ber is 
will - 
of de: 
gone 
genel 
it ne 
priva 
the \ 
come 
thing 
each 
two | 
conde 
Supp 
the « 
limiti 
and | 
5th 

and 

this, 
porta 
to ar 
even 
Vote: 
the 3 
day 

ten « 
milli 
throu 
impo 
Vote 
After 
volvi 
that. 
of th 
milli 
fore 

cusse 
unde 
them 
such 














le 


id 
al 
e- 


hs 


ne 
er 


Ly 


y; 
of 
0- 
+h 
ne 
1e 


ill 











121 Business of the 


things out of the Government, and after | 
consultations behind the Speaker’s chair I 
have observed a greater reticence than per- 
haps I would otherwise have thought fit 
on the Estimates. When you pass this 
Order all that power is gone. You give the 
(sovernment twenty days, and the result 
is that instead of the Estimates being dis- 
cussed in the time of the Government, they 
are discussed in private Members’ time. | 
The Government do not care a straw how 
those twenty days are passed, and if 
nineteen out of the twenty were given to 
hon. Gentlemen from Ireland—although 
then I do not suppose they would be satis- , 
fied the Government would not mind— 
for the twentieth day would guillotine 
everything left and give them all they 
want. The result is that the private Mem- 
ber is drawing nearer to the time when he 
will be deprived of almost his last chance 
of dealing with the Government. In days 
gone by the debate on the Address was 
generally finished before the dinner hour ; 
it now takes about ten days, because 
private Members, having been driven off 
the Votes in consequence of this Order, 
come on to the Address. There are three 
things in this rule, all independent of 
each other-—one is good; the other 
two are lamentably and entirely to be 
condemned. The allocation of Fridays for 
Supply is good-—though even that filches 
the days of private Members—but the 
limiting of the number of days to twenty 
and the limitation of the period to the 
Sth August are utterly bad. All hard 
and fast rules are bad in a House like 
this, because we may be engaged in im- 
portant duties when the discussion comes | 
to an end. Twenty days did not suttice 
even last year. We had last year 151 
Votes to discuss ; the result was that on 
the 3rd or 4th August —the fatal twentieth 
day —there were rushed through before 
ten o'clock nineteen Votes involving 23 
millions of money. I say “rushed 
through,” because it was manifestly 
impossible at that last hour to discuss the | 
Votes, no matter what their importance. | 
After ten oclock forty-six Votes, in-| 
volving £5,100,000, were guillotined, so 
that on that evening sixty-five Votes out 
of the whole 151, involving nearly eight 
millions of money, were passed, and there- 
fore nearly half the Votes were not dis- 
cussed at all, but had their heads cut off | 
under the operation of this rule. Among | 
them were some very important Votes, | 
such as the Vote for Uganda, the Vote | 
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for the Treasury, the Home Office, the 
Foreign Office, the Mercantile Marine, 
and for that Secret Service money which 
we now know was altogether insufficient 
and the Vote for which, if not guillo- 
tined, might have been increased by the 
familiar process of moving its reduction. 
This shows that it is very bad to have 
ahard and fast rule at all. There should 
be no limit of twenty days, and the time 
should not end on the 5th August. I have 
only risen to say that the repetition of 
this Sessional Order is the repetition of 
too successful attempts made in the past 
on behalf of all Ministers, because when a 
man becomes a Minister he seems to. 
acquire the habits of his predecessors on 
the Treasury bench, and is anxious to 
deprive the private Member of all 
opportunities and = all power, — and 
to take the whole of the time for 
the Government alone. To that ex- 
tent I think this is an unfortunate 
rule. This session we are in special cir- 
cumstances, but these special cirenm- 
stances require rather more than less 
discussion, because in all probability some: 
of the very great Imperial matters in 
which we are now so anxiously concerned 
will have to be discussed on the Estimates. 
Still we are in special circumstances, and 
Iam perfectly certain that Members on 
both sides of the House will feel inclined 
to diminish discussion as much as pos- 
sible, and strengthen the hands of the 
Government for a vigorous prosecution of 
the war. [| think this Sessional Order is 
a dangerous thing. I fear it more on the 
fifth time than I did on the first, because 
it tends more nearly to become a Stand- 
ing Order. I trust that a stand may be 
made against it, and that the Govern- 
ment will make it more elastic by leaving 
ont the limitation as to the number ot 
days, and also the limit of August the 5th 
as to time. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall reply 
very briefly to the speeches made by 
hon. Gentlemen on both sides of the 
House, most of them, I am afraid, in a 
spirit hostile to the rule. My hon. 
friend who has just sat down made a 
startling revelation of the methods he 
was in the habit of adopting in the days 
before this rule came into force, and he 
indicated what I confess shocked my 
innocent mind, that it had been his 
practice, under threat, I will not say of 
obstruction, but at all events of able 
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and eloquent discussion, to induee the 
then occuparts of the Treasury Bench to 
make all sorts of surrenders and com- 
promises. He regrets that happy time, 
and thinks that the privileges of private 
Members are seriously curtailed because 
they have now no opportunity of driving 
these surreptitious bargains behind the 
Speaker's chair. But I can hardly believe, 
even if such were the habitual pro- 
cedure in days gone by, that my hon. 
friend would seriously desire that those 
days should be restored. [I will point out 
He enumerated the number 
any 
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convenient time last year on the days 
allocated to the Trish Votes, T ean only 
reply that it was the fault of the Irish 
Members themselves. [am always ready 
to place Votes in the order in which the 
main body ot the eritics of the Govern- 
ment are desirous of seeing them. The 
arrangement of the Votes is not so much 
for the Government as for the crities of 
the Government, and if | 
obliged to he the aetual person I sponsible 
for the arrangement of the Votes I have 
the ads ice ot 
The first year 
shoul | 
and the 


were to he taken 


have been 
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it as an infringement of the rule if the 
number of d Ws is Inereased ; but I should 
have to get a much stronger expression 
of opinion in favour of the increase. Id 
really think that the lrish Members have 
a very adequate slice of the period all 

ated for Supply given to them. The 
hon. Member for Waterford threw out a 
suggestion that instead of taking Fridays 
for lrish Votes we should take 
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days so far as it was possible. [f that be 
the general view of the Irish Members it 
is an arrangement which I should be very 
glad to consider. The hon. Member for 
Lichfield wished a special exception made 
this vear in favour of the Army Estimates, 
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but I would point out to him that we are 
discussing day after day at the present 
time Army affairs in a manner which does 
not trench on the twenty days for Supply, 
and that a very convenient opportunity 
is given on the Speaker leaving the 
chair on the Army Estimates to 
Army and, further, that the 
elasticity our rules of Supply still possess 
will be found not insufficient to meet the 
necessities of the case. These are all the 
points which brought 
the Honse, and [ hope we will now pro- 


ved to a division. 


raise 


questions, 


have been before 
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tary for War told the House that we have 
not had sufficient time in recent years to 
discuss the Militia or the Volunteer force. 
If that is so there is all the more reason 
why we should discuss them this year, 
and the two extra days which [ propose 
to add would enable us to very 
important ions dealing with the 
defence of to move, 


Sir. 


discuss 
questi 


this country. 


I heg 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
ii.) seconded the Amendment. 
Amendment proposed 


‘In line 8, after the word to insert 


the word ‘ two.’ ?—(.Wr. St; 


‘twenty, 
ACHE Y. 

Wuestion put, “ That the word ‘two 
be there inserted.” 
he Hous 
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Keswick, William 
Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Knowles, Lees 
Lafone, Alfred 
Langley, Batty 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke,C. W. Radclitfe( Heref’d) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Edw. T. D. 
Courtney, Rt. Hn. Leonard H 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Hbi. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardign 
Denny, Colonel 
Dikinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe. Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles | 
Fergusson, kt Hn Sir J(Maner | 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

, Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 
Galloway William Johnson 

| Garfit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 

| Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell’ 

' Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbt. John | 
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Lawrence, Wm. F .(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
ee son, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lec ky,Rt. Hn. William Ed. H. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 

Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkinan 
Lucas-Shadwel], William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M:Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Killop, James 

Maddison, Fred. 

Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carnrrthen 
Storey, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moss, Samuel 

Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. Graham 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norton, Capt. Ceeil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Burns, John 
Cameron,SirCharles(Glaszow ) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cress, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, a A. 

Doogan, P. ¢ 

Engledew Charles John 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
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Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Rich. (LanesN’ton) 
Pilkington,SirG. A(Lanes. SW 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Prety man, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones. Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tichardson, J.(Durham, 8. E.) 
Richardson, Sir 'T. (Hartle’pl) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Rt. Hon, Sir Matt. W. 
Ritehie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Robinson, "Brooke 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rollit, ~ Albert Kaye 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E.J 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seott, C. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shi arpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Simeon, ei Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christehureh) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 


NOES. 


Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
MacDonnell, DrM A (Queen’sC 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Mandeville, J. Francis 


Moore, Arthur (Londonderry) | 


Moulton, John Fletcher 
(Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John Howard 
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Smith; Samuel (Flint) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stevenson, Francis 5. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Tennant, Harold Joha 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, FE. ) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, FE. 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

Webster, Sir Richard y 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. ¥ 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L loyd 
Whiteley, George (Stoc kport) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell (B’¢him.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hon. E. R( Bath 
W oodhouse, SirJ T( Hudderst d 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Siuart 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES :— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

fedinond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Doneeal, W.) 
Tully, Jasper 

Wed levinrn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 

Ww ilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson,.Jos. H. (Middle. brough 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Mr. Courtenay Warner. 
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Ordered, That so soon as the Com- | 


mittee of Supply has been appointed and 
Kstimates have heen presented, the Busi- 
ness of Supply shall (until it be disposed 
of) be the first Order of the Day on 
Friday, unless the House otherwise order 
on the Motion of a Minister of the Crown 
moved at the commencement of Public 
Business to be decided without Amend- 
ment or Debate ; and the provisions of 
Standing Order No. 56 shall be extended 
to Friday. 

Not more than twenty days, being 
days before the 5th of August, on which 
the Speaker leaves the Chair for the 
Committee of Supply without Question 
put, counting from the first day on which 
the Speaker so left the Chair under 
Standing Order No. 56, shall be allotted 
for the consideration of the Annual 
Estimates for the Army, Navy, and Civil 
Services, including Votes on Account, the 
Business of Supply standing first Order 
on every such day. 

Provided always, that on Motion made 
after Notice by a Minister of the Crown 
to be decided without Amendment or 
Debate, additional time, not exceeding 
three days, may be allotted for the 
Business of Supply, either before or after 
the 5th of August. 

On the last but one of the allotted 
days, at Ten o'clock p.m., the Chairman 
shall proceed to put forthwith every 
(Juestion necessary to dispose of the 
outstanding Votes in Committee of 
Supply ; and on the last, not being 
earlier than the twentieth of the allotted 
days, the Speaker shall, at Ten o'clock 
p.m., proceed to put forthwith every 
(Juestion necessary to complete the out- 
standing Reports of Supply. 

On the days appointed for concluding 
the Business of Supply, the consideration 
of such business shall not be anticipated 
by a Motion of Adjournment under 
Standing Order No. 17; 
dilatory Motion be moved on such pro- 
ceedings ; nor shall they be interrupted 
under the provisions of any Standing 
Order relating to the Sittings of the 
House. 

Provided always that any Additional 


Estimate for any new service or matter, | 


not included in the original Estimates for 
the year, shall be submitted for considera- 
tion in the Committee of Supply on any 
day not later than two days before the 
Committee is closed. 


{15 Fepruary 1900} 
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Provided also that the days occupied 
by the consideration of Estimates supple- 
mentary to those of a previous Session, 
or of any Vote of Credit, shall not be 
included in the computation of the 
twenty days. Provided also that two 
Morning Sittings shall be deemed equiva- 
lent to one Three o'clock Sitting. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (REPORTS 
OF MONEY COMMITTEES). 

Ordered, That the proceedings on the 
teports of the Committees of Supply and 
Ways and Means, and other Committees 
authorising the expenditure of Public 
Money, may be entered upon at any 
hour, though opposed, and shall not be 
interrupted under the provisions of any 
Standing Order regulating the Sittings of 
the House, except of Standing Order 
No. 5.—(Mr. Aid. Balfour.) 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND). 

*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I beg to 
ask leave to bring in a Bill relating to 
Kcclesiastical Assessments in Scotland. 
This is practically the Bill to which the 
House gave a Second Reading last session, 
when it was introduced by the hon. 
Member for Elgin and Nairn. The Bill 
has been redrafted, and we have given 
effect, as far as possible, to the suggestions 
made on that occasion. 

Bill to amend the Law _ regarding 
Ecclesiastical Assessments in Scotland, 
ordered to be brought by the Lord 
Ady ocate. 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Law regarding Eccle 
siastical Assessments in Scotland,” pre 
sented accordingly, and read the first 
‘time; to be read a second time upon 
' Monday next, and to be printed. | Bili 83.] 


nor may any | 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Cominittee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer, Cumberland, 
Penrith, in the Chair. | 
ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 
1899-1900. 
NUMBER OF LAND FORCEs. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a further number of Land Forces, 


E 2 
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not exceeding 120,000, all ranks, be 
maintained for the service of the United 


home and abroad, during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1900.”-——(Mr. 
IVyndham.) 


*Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


E.): It will be in the recollection of 
most hon. Members that during the last 
session of this House in October I took 
the opportunity of opposing the Vote of 


ten millions for the prosecution of the | 


war. I did everything in my power to 
oppose the prosecution of the war, 
believing it to be unnecessary and utterly 
unjust. In continuation of the protest I 
made last session, I now rise to offer 
opposition to the Vote which is before 


the House to increase the Army by, 


120,000 men and give £13,000,000 more 
to prosecute this war. I have reason to 
know that the action of hon. Members 
who oppose the war has created a great 
deal of displeasure both in this House 


and in the country. English Members , 


who have opposed the war have in some 


instances been offered actual violence | 


when addressing public meetings in this 
country. In Ireland it is different : there 
we have the support of our constituents ; 
but we who represent Ireland have during 
the Parliamentary session to live in 
England, and I may say there is not a 
post delivered in this House which does 
not bring to me and other Members 
numbers of letters reviling us in the most 
virulent terms because we have the 
common courage to state here that which 
we know expresses the feelings of our 
constituencies. Mr. Lowther, no amount 
of intimidation of this character will 
prevent me from honestly saying that 


which I feel is right, and what I should be | 
Hon. Members | 


a coward not to say. 
representing Unionist constituencies have 
sometimes quoted speeches made by me 


in Ireland in connection with this war. | 


I am prepared to repeat here every 
sentence of the speeches I made in 


Ireland on the subject. It is not because | 


we are confronted with the representa- 


tives of the British people that we would | 
abate our tone in the slightest degree, or! 


one sentence of our sympathies with 
regard to this war. Whatever you may 


think of our sympathies, treasonable and | 


disloyal as you regard them, scandalous 
as you may regard our views of an 
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Imperialism which has cost so much 


blood and treasure, you must admit that 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at | 


we have the courage of our opinions, and. 
that with our voices and by our votes we 
are to oppose every step which is taken 
to prosecute this war. I cannot regard 
with admiration, or even common respect,. 
the attitude of the great bulk of the 
Liberal party in regard to this war. With 
a few brilliant exceptions the Liberal 
party has funked the whole matter: 
Speeches have been made stating that the 
war is unjust, cruel, and not warranted 
by circumstances. It has been denounced. 
in all the moods and tenses, but when. it 
comes to the point of voting millions 
of the hard-earned money of the tax- 
payers there will not be half a dozen 
Liberal Members with sufficient courage: 
to walk into the lobby against the Vote. 
Yesterday a meeting was held at the: 
Westminster Palace Hotel, and.a number 
of resolutions were passed ; by the first,. 
it was solemnly declared that this war 
was a crime and a blunder; by the last 
of a long string of resolutions, unbounded. 
confidence was expressed in the Leader 
of the Opposition and the leaders of the 
party generally. What. does it mean / 
To a plain man it is extraordinary to. 
find great politicians in a party of this 
country stating in one breath that the 
war is a crime, and in the next voting 
millions of money for its prosecution. 
The argument seems to be that this war 
is unjust, but it is to the advantage of 
England to prosecute it to a conclusion. 
However unjust, however criminal, it is. 
necessary for the honour of the country, 
the glory and the good name of England, 
that the war should be prosecuted for 
many more months to come, with. untold: 
shedding of blood and spending of 
treasure. I say that every additional 
day, week, and month the war lasts is. 
calculated to bring greater dishonour, 
shame, and loss of glory to England. If 
the people had any regard for their good 
name, and desired to do that which would 
cause every people in the world to respect 
England, they would say there was a mis- 
take made in commencing this war, and 
the best way we can repair that mistake is 
to admit that it was made and withdraw 
from this proceeding, and acknowledge 
before the world the error of judgment 
which led us into it, and give the people 
of South Africa that independence for: 
which they are prepared to lay down 
| their lives. Then all the world. will say 
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when England made a mistake she had ; 
the courage to acknowledge it—a great | 
<leal more courage is often shown by 
acknowledging an error than the prosecu- | 
tion of awar. We hear about the disaster 
of Majuba. I was one of those who re- 
joiced at it, but even we could not restrain | 


from paying a tribute of admiration to | 


the action of Mr. Gladstone, and the then 
Liberal Administration which had the 
courage to face the fanaticism of the Tory 
jingo Imperialists of the country and 
make peace with the Transvaal, giving 
hack to the Dutch people in South Africa 
the right to govern their own country, 
because it was the right thing to do. And 
nothing has redeunded more to the honour 
of England throughout the world than the 
policy of Majuba. I listened to the 
speech of the man whose conduct has 
at least filled every generous-minded 
Irishman with admiration, the late 
Member for Plymouth, Sir Edward 
Clarke, a strong Unionist, who had 
the courage of his opinions, and 
who vacated his seat in Parliament, but 
who by so doing has gained the respect of 
every politician in the world. I should 
like to see some Liberal statesman exhibit 
some of the spirit and manliness of Sir 
Edward Clarke, but they think it is better 
not to take a course which may cause 
their constituents to call upon them to 
resign. Although the big battalions 
hehind the Government were compelled 
to go into the lobby against him, the 
House is obliged to admit that the balance 
of argument was with Sir Edward. The 
most remarkable part of this discussion 
appears to me to be the complete change 
ot front on the part of the Government. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 
question the hon. Member is now going 
into is not relevant to the question before 
the Committee. The policy which led up 
to the war cannot be discussed ; only the 
policy of continuing it. 


*Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then I 
will go no further than to say that all last 
session we were told of specific grievances, 


and now the right hon. Gentleman the 


Colonial Secretary says that the war has 
not been brought about by any specific 
grievance, but is the consequence of old 
strained relations, existing even before 


{15 Ferruary 1900} 


1881. That is a complete change of front. | 
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It is said that the object of the war is 
to make peace. Are the Government 
sanguine enough to believe that after 
months, and perhaps years, of bloodshed 
in South Africa, after thousands of 
homes in South Africa have been 
rendered desolate and miserable, that the 
Dutch and English will sit side by side in 
friendship and amity. Where is there an 
historical parallel in the world which goes 
to prove that a bloody canipaign of this 
kind tends to the peace of two races? | 
was reading a short time ago a speech of 
one of the greatest statesmen of his age, 
Edmund Burke. He was speaking on the 
American War, and he used these remark- 
able words, which are, I venture to think, 
applicable to this war— 


“Force alone is but temporary, and a nation 
is not governed which is perpetually to he 
conquered.” 


You have been using force against the 
Boers for the whole of the century, and 
the result is that so far from there being 
peace, the lines of separation are wider 
than ever. It is no use to sanction the in- 
crease of 120,000 men tothe Army without 
dealing with the cost, and we shall be 
asked to sanction a Vote of £13,000,000. 


£23,000,000 has already been spent 
on this horrible campaign. From 


an Irish point of view can anybody 
complain if we raise our voices to protest 
against this enormous expenditure when 
we see the dire necessity in our own 
country for the expenditure of capital, 
and if we view with dismay and indigna- 
tion the initiation of a policy which 
denies Ireland everything she wants, and 
lavishes on what we believe to be an un- 
just war such expenditure. I am glad 
that I am not an English Radical Member 
to be compelled to sit silently on these 
benches and vote million after million, 
when the House knows perfectly well 
that that money should be devoted to 
matters of greater and more urgent im- 
portance in the interest of the masses. I 
am not going to enter into any alterna- 
tive schemes in regard to this matter ; 
but when we have, as we have at this 
time, a famine in India resulting in 
4,000,000 of the Indian subjects of Her 
Majesty suffering all the horrors of misery 
and starvation, and which I am told not a 
penny of Imperial money is to be given to 
relieve, and when we shall be asked to- 
morrow to vote £13,000,000 to drive to 
their last rest 100,000 men in South Africa 
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whose only crime is their love for their 
country, I say it isa scandal and a dis- 
grace. 1 venture to predict that England 
will never be secure until she learns the 
lesson that other peoples have the same 
spirit of patriotism and national pride 
which they themselves possess, and that 
they should also be allowed to live and be 
proud of their country. I served on the 
Committee on Old Age Pensions last 
year, and everybody who has studied this 
question knows that the one great diffi- 
culty, and the one argument that could be 
adduced against establishment of old age 
pensions in this country —-for the relief of 
aged working men who can no longer 
toil—was that the necessary funds could 
not be found, that the money was not 
available, and no Chancellor of the 
Exchequer could be found who 
would = give it. That being the 
only argument against a measure which, 
in principle, received the support of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Sec- 
retary, I say here, Sir, that 1 thank God 
IT am not a Radical or a Liberal Member 
of Parliament to sit silently in this House 
and vote millions of money for this unjust 
war: while relief is denied which might 
sweeten the old age of working men 
whose right arms are no longer strong, 
and who are suffered to drag their 
weary limbs through the streets of 
this land, in absolute misery and want 
to the end of their days, or beg their way 
to the workhouse. I do not know what 
the immediate result of this war will be. 
Ido know that great enthusiasm exists 
throughout the country in regard to it; 
and whether inside or outside this House, 
the general cry seems to be, “ Hang the 
expense!” “Send out the money,” say 
they. “The great thing to do is to plant 
the Union Jack in Pretoria.” That is the 
prevailing sentiment of the day. Ah, but 
a revulsion of feeling will yet succeed this 
frenzied cry for war, as sureas [am stand- 
ing here to-night. It may be later, it 


may come soon; but sooner or later 


the time will come when not only 
the Government, who are respon- 
sible for this extravagant expenditure 
of blood and treasure, but every man in 
this House who gives his vote to this 
resolution will be called to account by the 
country and his constituents. You will 
be asked why you sanctioned this expendi- 
ture, when at the same time you offered 
no relief to your starving fellow-subjects 


in India, and made no provision for the ; 


Mr. William Redmond, 


‘COMMONS! 


Estimates. 140 


old age of your kith and kin in England, 
Scotland, and Ireland. You are aiding 
in prosecuting a war which no one can 
say will under any circumstances bring 
glory to England. One hundred and 
twenty thousand menare being asked for 
in this Vote. I wonder if it has ever 
occurred to the people of this country 
what a great disparity there exists be. 
tween the forces now opposed to each 
other in South Africa. I wonder if the 
outside public realise that at the present 
time there is in South Africa in the uni 
form of the Queen and under the com- 
mand of Lord Roberts an army of soldiers 
under arms larger in number than the 
whole Boex population—men, women and 
children——in the Transvaal and Orange 
Free State combined. I give the figures, 
Figures, like all statistics, may vary to 
some extent, but I say that nobody 
who has inquired into the statistics 
of the Transvaal and the Orange 
Free State, or who has secured his 
information on the spot can deny that 
approximately the figures I have given 
are correct. Excluding the .Uitlanders 
and the people of British blood in the 
Orange Free State and the ‘Transvaal, 
there are 180,000 Boers, men, women, 
and children, in those two small pro- 
vinces. 1 have heard it said by one 
authority that there are 10,000 more, 
and by another that there are 10,000 
less; but I have never heard it stated 
by anyone speaking with authority that 
there are, even on the widest estimate, 
more than 200,000 men, women, and 
children in the Orange Free State and the 
Transvaal. Accordingly with your 200,000 
men you have a soldier with a weapon in 
his hand for every man, woman, and 
child in the two Republics you are in- 
vading. And yet we are now asked to 
vote for 120,000 more men. I have not 
yet heard it explained by the Under 
Secretary of State for War what is to be 
done in the way of garrisoning South 
Africa when the war is brought to a 
close. After you have planted the Union 
Jack in Pretoria you will require 100,000 
men to permanently garrison South Africa, 
and they will have to be maintained 
there a longer time than you would 
care to prophesy on the occasion of 
this Vote. The rural population of the 
whole of these vast territories is almost 
entirely Dutch, and to guarantee peace 
you must make your garrisons strong 
enough, and I say therefore to prevent 
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the outbreak of a revolution you must 
permanently lock up your 100,000 men 
there, and that will inevitably force vou 
into a scheme for conscription. The pro- 
posed new Army scheme is neither 
voluntaryism nor conscription; it is a 
sort of half-hearted steering between the 
two, but it cannot possibly work, and in 
the end, as I have said, the country will 
be driven to adopt conscription. But 
will they do it? I say it will be im- 
possible for nine-tenths of the Volunteers 
and the young men of this country to 
give up their employment and go under 
canvas for one month; their employers 
could not sanction it; it would derange 
the whole commercial life of the country. 
[ say that when this war has passed 
away, and when the people see things in 
their proper colours—-at present they can 
see nothing but khaki colour, an extremely 
unpleasant colour, in my opinion—it will 
be found that this little war in South 
Africa has landed the country into an 
expenditure of. what in the end will be 
100 millions. We hear a great deal 
just now about the way in which the 
colonies have supported the mother 
country, and “no doubt the colonists 
have warmly responded to the call. 
The principal reason for that, I take it, is 
that you gave them the Home Rule which 
you won't give us in Ireland. Be that 
as it may, the colonists have supplied you 
with quite anumber of men ; but I know 
them intimately, and I venture to say 
that the colonies will not give you one 
single penny piece towards the future 
extra cost of your increased regular Army. 
If, then, you are going to increase your 
standing Army, and to depart from the 
old British principle of a small standing 
Army, with a goodly complement of 
Volunteers, | would ask you who is going | 
to bear the increased cost? It will have | 
to be borne solely by the people of this 
country. Sir, it seems to me that this | 
war inaugurates a sad and serious era in | 
the history of England. It is an era of | 
unjust and unnecessary warfare waged | 
against a small Christian country. It is 
leading us into a policy of maintaining a | 
huge standing army, which is the 
heginning of a ruinous system of mili- | 
tarism—a system that is already sapping | 
the life’s blood of the Continent. What | 
is to be gained by it? Supposing you | 
disarm every Dutchman in the Transvaal 
to-morrow, what better off will you be? 
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but God Almighty knows that this 
Empire has territory enough already. If 
this war is to be continued, in the name 
of common honesty let the mask 
of hypocrisy be torn from the face of those 
who are prosecuting it, and let the people 
see their mistake, that it is not a conflict 
in the cause of right or of good govern- 
ment, but in the furtherance of a policy 
of aggrandisement and _land-grabbing. 
An hon. Member asked the other day— 


“How can the Boers in the end expect to 
withstand the force of the British arms? 
Where are they to turn for help? Germany 
wont help them. America is too far away.” 


Ay, it was a sad, a miserable day for the 
Boers that their country was not nearer 
to America. Had it been otherwise the 
wings of the American Kagle—that 
glorious emblem of liberty and equality 
—would have sheltered them in this 
time of stress and trial. As my 
hon. friend said, however, they can 
put their trust in God. Most sincerely 
do I believe, Sir, that the defeats and 
disasters which have overtaken the British 
forces hitherto have not been due to want 
of pluck and courage on the part of the 
men, or for want of gallant leader- 
ship by their officers. I solemnly 
avow my firm conviction that they 
are due to the interposition of 
Heaven because the war is unjust. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary wound up his speech last 
session by a quotation from Shakespeare, 
saying, with a jaunty air, as thengh the 
battle was won, that his quarrel was just. 
That was one of the wise sayings of 
William Shakespeare, but it applied not 
to your cause but to that of the Boers, 
for of them it may be said with perfect 
truth-- 


« Thrice is he arm’d that hath his quarrel 
just ; ; 
And he but naked, though lock’d up 
in steel, J STs Aue 
Whose conscience with injustice Is 
corrupted.” 
LONG 


*COLONEL (Worcestershire, 


| Evesham): I have listened attentively to 


the eloquent speech which has just been 
delivered, but the whole of the argument 
stands or falls by the point whether or 
not this war is a just one. As the great 
bulk of my countrymen, after due con- 


You would have the territory, it is true ;| sideration of the whole matter, have come 
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to the conclusion that it is a just war, [| 


do not propose to follow the hon. Member 
along the well worn path of argument 
which has already been so often trod in 
this House. Rather will I take the 
humbler part of asking the Under Secre- 
tary for War for a little further information 
and light. It appears to me that the lines 
upon which the Government have brought 
forward the proposed scheme are, perhaps, 
the only lines upon which they could act 
at present. But whether the proposals 
will produce a real and effective force, or 
whether they will prove abortive, depends 
entirely upon how they are carried out, 
and the steps that are taken with details. 
Therefore, without desiring the Under 
Secretary for War to go into all the petty 
detail, I would ask him in certain 
directions to fill in a little more the 
somewhat slight sketch with which he 
has favoured the committee. When the 
great war was going on between North 
and South America both sides organised 
army after army, and rapidly turned large 
numbers of men into good fighting 
material. The problem which was then 
solved by the Northern States, appears 
to me to be the problem at present 
before this country. There is some- 


thing extremely tangible in the pro- 
posals of the Government to raise a 
certain number of extra battalions and 
the long wished for artillery, for the 


regular forces of this country. But under 
ordinary circumstances it would undoubt- 
edly take eighteen months or two years 
for those forces to become really effective 
and available. How do the Government 
propose to accelerate the bringing of these 
new men to an effective condition! [f it 
is to be done rapidly, it is evident the 
ordinary routine of passing a man from 
the recruit stage to that of a regular 
soldier must be entirely altered. Setting 
up drill, general smartness, precision of 
parade movements are all most desirable in 
an army, but they are not really neces- 
sary for the actual matter of fighting, 
whereas shooting, skirmishing, the art of 
enirenching and making cover, and out- 
post duty are absolutely vital in modern 
war. Therefore, if these various units 
are to be brought together rapidly, it is 
evident that every single moment which, 
without over-working the men, can 
be devoted to instruction must be 
given, not to the merely ornamental por- 
tions of soldiering, but to the vital neces- 
sities of the fighting line. It may be said 


Colonel Long. 
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that this is the mere A B C, and will, of 
course, be attended to. I would ask the 
hon. Gentleman to remember that any 
officer who finds himself in command of 
any of these units, whether they be 
battalions or batteries, and __ sets 
aside tradition and_ proceeds to 
devote himself simply to the essentials 
of the fighting line, will risk his 
professional reputation and run the chance 
of professional ruin if he happens to be 
inspected by an old-fashioned officer who 
still retains the old tradition about this 
and that being necessary. The only safe- 
guard will be clear and distinct orders 
issued from headquarters. I would ask 
whether the Horse Guards really recog- 
nise this condition of affairs, and are pre- 
pared to issue definite orders as to the in- 
struction to be given to these new units. 
As to the proposals in reference to the 
Militia and the Volunteers, they are only 
semi-tangible. The whole of the remain- 
ing battalions of Militia are to be called 
out and placed incamps. In our country 
there are only about six months during 
which men can be instructed in camp, and 
many of the Militia regiments are cer- 
tainly not up to strength. Therefore 
the proposals, as far as the Militia are 
concerned, rest on a series of “ifs.” No 
doubt these battalions in camp will, in the 
course of five or six months, form a very 
excellent fighting body if sufficient re- 
cruits are forthcoming to make them up 
to full strength, 7f that body of recruits 
are forthcoming during the next couple of 
months so as to enable them to go through 
a course of instruction in the summer 
months, and /f a course of instruction in 
the real essential points of the fighting 
line is carefully laid down and followed. 
On those three “ ifs ” rests the probability 
of the Militia proposals resulting in a 
really effective force either for home de- 
fence or for South Africa. I should like 
the Under Secretary for War to tell us 
whether these things will be carried out. 
The War Office have no doubt about 
their ability to get recruits, but | 
have not come across anybody else 
who takes quite the same view. More- 
over, the very figures given us by the 
Under Secretary of State for War during 
the debate bear out the idea that 
although in the course of time the 
numbers may be forthcoming, they will 
not be available in time for a complete 
course of instruction during the coming 
summer, because the Under Secretary for 





14: 


Wa 
the 
fact 
wit 
Mil 
21, ( 
tali 
that 
mol 
befc 
shot 
the 
Mili 
Unc 
whe 
pare 
sutti 
they 
nam 
men 
in th 
diffe) 
whe! 
mont 
have 
farm 
neces 
some 
can 
count 
has 1 
that 
gency 
obtail 
when 
to th 
quite 
we 5 
10,00 
Army 
Will 
neces: 
withir 
say by 
Act in 
prepa 
course 
to tak 
being 
machi 
Volun 
be thi 
into ¢ 
Under 
the m 
battali 
many « 
may g 
entirel 


of the 


Army (Supplementary) 


145 


{15 Frepruary 1900} 


Estimates. 146 


War reckoned to be able to get men at! be many battalions who would very much 


the rate of 3,000 per month. From the, 
fact of starting below strength, combined | 
with the drain that will take place on the | 
Militia, we shall probably require from 
21,000 to 30,000 men to bring the bat- 


talions up to full strength. That means | 
that with a recruiting power of 3,000 per , 


month, seven or ten months must elapse 
before the battalions ace in full force. We 
should not, therefore, in all probability, in 
the course of this year be able to get our 
Militia battalions thoroughly effective. 
Under these circumstances I would ask 
whether the Government would be pre- 
pared, if they find they are not getting 


sufficient recruits, to fix a period at which | 


they would have recourse to other means, 
namely, the ballot. I know the Govern- 
ment objects to any compulsion. But, 
in the first place, the Ballot Act is very 
different from conscription ; secondly, 
wherever I have gone during the last 
month or so in my own constituency [ 
have found all classes alike—shopkeepers, 
farmers, and labourers—recognising the 
necessity of there being in “the future 
some means whereby the requisite men 
can be raised for the defence of the 
country; and lastly, the Ballot Act 
has undoubtedly been retained in order 
that in a case of great national emer- 
gency there should be some means of 
obtaining men promptly. Surely now, 
when our military resources are strained 
to the utmost degree now, when it is 
quite possible that within a few weeks 
we shall hear of the surrender of 
10,000 of the very flower of the English 
Army, now isa moment of emergency. 
Will the Government undertake, if the 
necessary recruits are not forthcoming 
withinsome given period—I should like to 
say by the end of April—-to bringthe Ballot 
Act into force? If the Government were 
prepared to take any such action, they of 
course would have, in the intervening time, 
to take steps to make the Act available (it 
being at present suspended) and the 
machinery workable. With regard to the 
Volunteers, I understand the proposal to 
be that corps should be asked to go 
into camp, if possible, for a month. 
Under the peculiar circumstances of 
the moment it is possible that some 
battalions, at great personal sacrifice to 
many of the men and to many employers, 
may go to these camps. But the idea is 
entirely antagonistic to all the conditions 


of the Volunteer force, and there must | 


of the country. 


like to accept the invitation, but will not 
be able todo so. There is one thing | 
should like to direct attention to in this 
connection. Now that recruiting for 
the Volunteers is thrown” open, vast 
numbers of individuals will come forward 
and join—men with a certain amount of 
leisure, and who can afford to give the 
time. I should like to ask whether 
arrangements will be made whereby such 
men can go through a complete and 
thorough course at these camps, no 
matter to what corps they belong. Such 
an arrangement would no doubt result in 
great efficiency. I would further ask 
whether it would not be possible that 
some of those town corps which cannot 
go to the big central camps might be 
allowed and assisted to form camps close 
to their local ranges, so that the men 
would be able to go to their work during 
the day, and in the early mornings and 
the evenings to do much excellent work, 
both in learning to shoot and in going 
through the necessary drills. This has 
in the past been successful in some cases. 
My last point is about the standing 
camps. I shall be very glad to be told 
that there will be at all events two or 
three organised, yot merely as camps of 


‘instruction, but as real military camps of 


not less than divisional equipment—that 
they will be provided with the whole 
proper staff of a division, medical staff, 
commissariat and transport, so that they 
will each be able at the end of six or 
seven months to turn out a division 
capable either of going to a point in Eng- 
land for home defence, or, if necessary, as 
a corporate body to South Africa to con- 
tinue the war. I think if the Under 
Secretary for War, without going into 
too much detail, will throw a little 
more light on the general scheme, he will 
relieve a great deal of the anxiety at pre- 
sent felt by many people throughout the 
country, and who, like myself, cannot 
really, as the scheme stands, feel very 
much confidence as to its ultimate 
success. 


Lieut. - CoLoNEL PRYCE - JONES 
(Montgomery Boroughs): I have listened 
to nearly the whole of the debate, and 
have noticed that very few Members have 
referred in detail to the Volunteer force 
It is proposed to invite 


tre Volunteers to camp for one month. 
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I do not like that invitation at all, because 
I am satisfied that the Volunteer forces 
throughout the country will not be able 
to respond to it. The Government are 
not treating.the Volunteers in the right 
spirit. At the present time the Volun- 
teers are expected to go to camp for one 
week during the year. It is generally 
admitted that those camps are anything 
but successful, because, taking a battalion 
of 1,000 men, only half the battalion are 
in camp for, say, three days, and the 
other half for the remaining three days. 
The whole battalion, therefore, is not 
together for more than one day, on the 
average, during the training. —Accor- 
dingly, to ask the Volunteer force 
throughout the country to respond from 
patriotism to the extent of one month 
when they cannot do it for one week, is 
certainly unfair and not right. [An Hon, 
Memper: Where does the patriotism 
come in?] I will tell the hon. Member 
where the patriotism comes in presently. 
I do not suppose that tive per cent., or 
ten per cent. at the outside, of the bat- 
talions of Volunteers will respond to this 
invitation, but I will assume that ten per 
cent. do so. What will be the result ? 
It will be impossible even for that very 
small percentage to be in camp for a 
month and to do work efficiently as 
soldiers, for the very same reason that 
the Volunteers throughout the country 
cannot do it for the shorter period of one 
week. It isimpossible for some members 
of even the most efficient battalions in the 
country to give a month for their 
country’s service. ‘Take the concrete case 
of a clerk earning 25s. per week. That 
man may he worked up to concert pitch 
for the honour of his corps, and in his 
patriotism responds on behalf of his 
battalion. He goes to camp for one 
month, everything is found for him 
although the allowance in the past has 
not been sufficient. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Do you know that 


from experience 4 


Lievut.-CoLONEL PRYCE-JONES: No, 
but 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) : He 
is not a Volunteer, evidently. 
Lieut-Col. Pryce-Jones. 
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Lirut.-CoLONEL PRYCE-JONES : Yes, 
Tam. At the end of the month this man 
goes home, and what is his position ” 
During that time he has been without his 
wages, and his family have had to suffer. 
Is it reasonable for this, the richest 
country in the whole world, to expect 
that from a man who cannot doit without 
stinting his family! Therefore, to give 
this invitation to the Volunteers is like 
asking a man to dinner when you know 
very well that he is going to refuse. 
What will be the effect? Members of 
Volunteer battalions who do not respond 
to this invitation will not be thought 
much of, and it will be supposed that 
while they could do a week’s camping, as 
a sort of picnic, they refused to go to 
camp for a month when their country 
invited them. Such a state of things will 
have a very serious effect upon the 
Volunteer force in the future. [t may he 
said that the employers of labour ought 
to pay the wages of these patriotic men. 
But I do not think that that is right. 
Why should an employer who perhaps 
has a number of Volunteers ii his employ 
make this sacrifice! For these reasons | 
do not hail with satisfaction the proposals 
of the Government in this respect. | 
hope that in the course of next week we 
may have some promise from the Govern- 
ment that the ordinary capitation grant 
may be increased irrespective of whether 
or not the Volunteers respond to this 
invitation for one month’s training. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I said that in my 
speech. 


Lizut.-CoLtoneL PRYCE - JONES : 
But we do not know exactly to 
what extent. I hope the grant will be 
sufficient to enable even the humblest 
Volunteer to go to camp without having 
to stint his family while he is away. My 
reason for making these few remarks is 
that during the short time | have been in 
Parliament I have found that unless the 
Under Secretaries of State are spoken to 
pretty directly they take it for granted 
that it is all right, that their proposals 
are perfectly satisfactory, and that the 
House of Commons does not want the 
capitation grant increased. I hope the 
hon. Gentleman will bring pressure to 


bear upon the Secretary of State in his 











mai 
anc 
in 1 
self 
bein 
Vol 
wot 
dre 
opp 
of t 

I 
cou 
mee 
had 
mor 
tate 
In n 
Colc 
this 
have 
We 
have 
had 
assis 
putt: 








Hl 











149 Army (Supplementary) 


department, so that justice may be done 
to the Volunteers, and a capitation grant 
given of at least £1 per man more than 
at present. If that is done I have not 
the slightest doubt that the Volunteer 
force in this country will in a short time 
be more than doubled in number. We 
in this House are all imbued with the 
same idea, namely, to avoid war and to 
maintain peace. The way to do that 
is to induce everybody to become a 
Volunteer, to get up to a standard of 
efficiency in drill, and to be able to 
handle his rifle. Then when we have got 
our countrymen to become Volunteers, 
when the people of the colonies and of 
the home country are all Volunteers, and 
we are able to defend ourselves if 
attacked, we shall be able to defer war 
indefinitely, and to use the great influence, 
power, wealth and intelligence of this 
country to promote increased prosperity 
in the future, and to strengthen the 
commercial predominance that we enjoy. 
[| am in favour of this proposal to increase 
our Volunteer forces. When conscrip- 
tion was mentioned a great many hon. 
Members of this House cheered it to the 
echo, but | know many hon. Members do 
not hold that opinion privately, and I 
um one of them. I[ think it can be 
avoided, and the only way to do it and 
maintain the greatness of our Empire is 
hy adopting a moderate application of 
the Ballot Act. The knowledge that a 
man may be unsuccessful in the ballot 
and have to be a soldier for three months 
in the year will cause him to say to him- 
self: “Lam not going to run the risk of 
being balloted for; I will join the 
Volunteers.” By that very stroke you 
would increase the Volunteers by hun- 
dreds of thousands, and though I am 
opposed to war—and there is no Member 
of this House more averse to it than I am 

I say frankly that if I thought our 
country was absolutely unprepared vo 
meet the great emergencies that we have 
had to meet during the last three or four 
months I certainly should have _hesi- 
tated to have given my vote for this war. 
In my opinion, no blame attaches to the 
Colonial Secretary or to the Cabinet for 
this war, and in regard to it we 
have been living in a fool’s paradise. 
We little thought that this Empire would 
have been put to such straits, and if it 
had not been for our colonies and their 
assistance both of men and money— 
putting on one side altogether their moral | 
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worth throughout the world—our difti- 
culties might have been still greater. We 
have seen the noble patriotism shown by 
the Volunteers and the Yeomanry, and 
others from civil employment, who have 
readily responded to the appeal made to 
them to assist us in securing for our 
fellow-countrymen out in the Transvaal 
what the nation has considered almost to 
a man is their due as regards political 
rights and liberty in a distant country. It 
is not a question of Government or party, 
but it is a question of our military system. 
We live in an age of railways and electric 
power, and yet as regards our military 
capabilities you can compare them to 
nothing else but the old feudal system, 
the days of canals and coaches. It is a 
fact that our military system is at present 
no better than the antiquated feudal 
system, without its advantages, and I was 
delighted when the Government, of which 
I may be considered a hearty supporter 
and I have given them more votes, | 
believe, than most members on this side 
of the House——at the very outset decided 
that they would take the chivalrous part 
of saying that they would defend the 
actions of their Department. When I heard 
that 1 was more than satisfied, and I look 
forward to the time when the war clouds 
have passed by and when victory will be on 
our side [An Hon. MEMBER : Ques- 
tion!} There is no question about that, 
for it is bound to come. When that time 
arrives we shall do full justice to the 
Boers, and we shall give them more 
justice than their own Government gave 
them. We shall give equal rights to all 
races in South Africa, and they will enjoy 
the same freedom and independence as is 
now enjoyed in our colonies and by our- 
selves. When the war is over I trust 
that we shall have a thorough and most 
impartial inquiry into the shortcomings 
of our military Department, and that no. 
victory, however triumphant and com- 
plete, shall stop this. 


Mr. T. B. CURRAN (Donegal, N.): 
I rise, Sir, to add my voice to the 
number of those who from this quarter 
of the House have unanimously denounced 
the war which has been entered upon in 
the Transvaal as an unjust and un- 
necessary one, and being convinced of the 
injustice of the war I intend to record 
my vote against the granting of any sum 
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which will be utilised for the continuance 
of what I regard asan unholy enterprise. 
I hold the opinion, and I hold it in 
common with not only my own country- 
men, but many an honest man through- 
out the length and breadth of Great 
Britain, that if the Boers were only 
allowed to live the lives Ged had given 
them in peace, and if there had been no 
gold in the country, there would have 
been no war in the Transvaal to-day. 
It is the greatest nonsense for Members 
opposite to say that the Uitlanders were 
suffering under any grievance which could 
justify a war. I think the remarkable 
figures and unanswerable facts quoted the 
other evening to a crowded House by the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon must have 
proved conclusive to any mind which was 
at all open to. conviction that the rate of 
wages and conditions of life under which 
the Uitlanders lived and prospered in 
South Africa should be the envy of the 
working classes of this country, and 
certainly of Ireland. If Her Majesty’s 
Government, instead of embarking upon 
this awful war, had looked around them 
at home in their own country, they would 
have found ample room for the rectifica 
tion of serious grievances, not alone in this 
country, but especially in Ireland. To 
hear hon. Members opposite constantly 
referring to the unjust rule of President 
Kruger, and expressing their abhorrence 
of Transvaal tyranny, one would scarcely 
think that they were the same hon. 
Members who refuse to wipe from their 
statute book a law which deprives the 
people of Ireland of the greatest bulwark 
of all liberty—trial by jury. Again, Sir, 
who would think that the liberty- loving 
legislators opposite—who are prepared to 
spend priceless blood and millions of the 
taxpayers’ money for the sake of a few 
votes in the Transvaal—are the same 
gentlemen who bolster up a_ second 
chamber in their own country —a chamber 
for the election of whose members nobody 
can cast a vote—a chamber, too, which 
has power to nullify the enactments of 
men elected by the votes of the people 
themselves ? I think, if I may venture to 
predict, that the time is not far distant 
when the people of this country-—what- 
ever their views may be to-day—-will 
curse the war and those who created it. 
When the present Government came into 
office they hummed and hawed when 
questioned as to old age pensions, as 
they did about their financial arrange- 


Mir. T. B. Curran. 
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Then they talked 
Yes, but 


ments with Ireland. 
about enormous expenditure. 


‘old age pensions could only benefit the 


poor of the British Isles. But, Sir, when 
an occasion arose which would ultimately 
bring gain to the rich shareholders of the 
Chartered Company, the Government, 
with very little ado, plunged the country 
into a war which will cost the country 
some forty or fifty million pounds 
and your own national prestige as 
well. Then, Sir, with regard to the 
question of England’s interference with 
the Boers and the internal affairs of their 
country. I believe that the Boers had a 
perfect right to say on what terms they 
would allow votes to foreigners who came 
to their country to make use of their 
land. Every country in the world exer- 
cises that right, and why the Boers should 
be deprived of it I cannot understand. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is not entitled to go into the causes 
of the war or the policy which led up to 
it. He is entitled to protest against the 
continuance of the war. 


Mr. T. B. CURRAN: We are told 
also by right hon. and hon. Members 
opposite, and by a large section of the 
press of this country, that the Boers were 
arming themselves, and that sooner or 
later war must come. Why should there 
be war, unless brought about by the 
attitude of this country, or by the con- 
duct of another Jameson? ‘Considering the 
raid of 1895, what fools the Boers would 
have been if they had not armed them- 
selves. Which one of us when once sur- 
prised by burglars would not at once write 
off to Birmingham for a stout lock and a 
six-chambered revolver ; and talk as you 
may, we have no evidence to show that the 
Boers made any preparations of a warlike 
nature until after the raid—a raid which 
was contemptible i in its conception as well 
as in its execution. Who was the arch- 
conspirator in this raid? Who can deny 
that it was Mr. Cecil Rhodes himself ! 





*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is really contravening my ruling. | 
have already pointed out that he is not 
entitled to discuss the policy which led up 
to the war. That does not arise on this 
Vote. 





ay 


é 
har 
aga 
brit 
spo 
ELULO 
eSCl 


C 
(Bai 
the 
beet 
Iut 
and 
I sh 
fron 
fori 
Say : 
main 
Grove 
of € 
man 
troo] 
hy t 
coulc 
SULCEE 
were 
only 
Afric 
news 
the a 

it wa 
it to 
at St. 
prese 
withe 

















153 


Army (Supplementary) 


Mr. T. B. CURRAN: I regret, Mr. 
Lowther, if I have departed from your 
ruling. I will conelude, Sir, by joining in 
the general condemnation from these 
benches of this unjust and unholy war ; 
and being unjust, should not be continued. 
When this war is over, what will you 
gain + No matter with what success your 
arms meet in even the immediate future, 
the prestige which was yours but a few 
months ago is shaken, if not shattered 
to-day. The war is unjust, and it is cost- 
ing you millions of money and _ priceless 
hlood ; and from the policy which Her 
Majesty’s Government seem determined 
to pursue, it looks as if blood is still to 
flow and money is still to be spent. We 
in this quarter of the House, representing 
as we doa people asking for their own 
liberty, have had no part in this crime 
against civilisation. On the contrary, we 
have voted against it, we have spoken 
against it. It isa war which can only 
bring shame and disgrace on those re- 
sponsible for it—a war which will add 
another blot to the already besmirched 
escutcheon of England. 


CotonEL WYNDHAM MURRAY 
(Bath): Mr. Lowther, the proposals of 
the Government have perhaps already 
been discussed from the military aspect, 
Int after all these are Army Estimates, 
and with the approval of the Committee 
I should like to make a few remarks 
from the military point of view, and ask 
for information on certain points. I may 
say at once that I entirely approve in the 
main of many of the proposals of the 
(government, and I take this opportunity 
of expressing my admiration of the 
manner in which the mobilisation of the 
troops has been and is being carried out 
hy the War Office. 
could have been carried out with such 
success. Twenty years ago some troops 
were sent in a great hurry to Zululand— 
only a fourth of the present force in South 
Africa—a fortnight after the receipt of the 
news of the battle of Isandlwana, but on 


the arrival of the troopship at St. Vincent | 


it was found that it had no coal to enable 
it to proceed, and the troops had to remain 
at St. Vincent for nearly a fortnight. The 


present enormous force has been sent out | 
without any hitch or any difficulty at all, | 
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I did not believe it | 
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and I give great credit to the War Office 
for the manner in which the mobilisation 
was carried out. We have been able to 
mobilise a very large force for home and 
foreign service, but we have no provision 


| for the future—no force ready to take the 


field at a moment’s notice. That is, I 
have always contended, our weak point. 


‘On the outbreak of the war in South 


Africa we had not a_ single regi- 
ment ready to take the field. 
The Under Secretary for War says that 
the War Office could send troops from 
the Mediterranean, but it is forgotten 
that those garrisons must be relieved. | 
have always supported the short service 
and reserve system, but I have also 
strongly advocated that we should always 
have a force ready to take the field at a 
moment's notice. What the country 
would like to know is whether we have 
a strong force ready now to go to South 
Africa if required and telegraphed for. 
Whenever one force is sent out there 
should always be another force ready to 
take its place here and follow it up when 
required. We are sending « large number 
of Militia and Volunteers to South 
Africa, but I consider it is not masses 
that we require, but efficient and 
thoroughly trained men. I cannot under- 
stand why all these bodies should be 
called army corps. We have no com. 
manders for these army corps in England, 
and a division is far more suitable and 
more pliable for us in this country. The 
organisation of the United Kingdom is 
quite sutticient, and I would ask why it 
is considered advisable to complicate that 
organisation by imitating the German 
system. If army corps are required they 
san easily be made up by three divisions, 
which is the normal number in an army 
corps, and we can add the artillery and 
cavalry, which should always be kept 
ready. I consider that different training 
is required for our troops from that to 
which we have been accustomed in years 
gone by. Marches past and drills of that 
kind are not sufficient. Instead of that 
class of drill I consider we should have 
far more rifle practice. I have advocated 
that before in this House, and also in the 
country. All the infantry should have a 
course of rifle practice for two months at 
least, instead of for only three weeks as 
at present. The Volunteers are allowed, 
I believe, seventy-five rounds, but many 
men often fire only twenty rounds. When 
the new regulations come into force, each. 
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man will, I understand, be required to fire 
forty-tvo rounds, but every round of 
ammunition served to the Volunteers to 
fire should be required to be fired in 
order to qualify for the capitation grant. 
I hope this subject of shooting will 
receive the most careful consideration of 
this House and the Government. We 
see the value of good shooting in South 
Africa now. The Boers are admirable 
shots, and we have unfortunately seen the 
value of their good shooting. I would 
like to ask the Under Secretary for War 
whether there is a large amount of 
ammunition in South Africa, not only 
for the purposes of the active part of the 
war, but also for practice on the lines of 
communication, and if not whether a 
sufficient amount will be sent out. Then 
there is the question of rifle ranges 
in England, which is no doubt a very 
difficult one. The hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary for War, in answer to a 
question of mine, said he did not think 
that much could be done with the 
large number of ranges closed since the 
Lee-Metford was issued -to the troops, 
because they would be dangerous. I 
think he is mistaken. Ranges abroad 
are almost in the towns, and by a careful 
system of walls and arches small ranges 
might be made perfectly safe and very 
effective. I consider a 300 yards range is 
far better than no range at all. — It 
gives practice to the troops in firing from 
the shoulder, and with a small dark- 
coloured target, very different from the 
large mass of black and white now used, 
it would be a_ very satisfactory range. 
Another point I should like to impress on 
the Under Secretary is that there should 
he at least a general officer to superintend 
the shooting in the Army. Until the 
outbreak of this war there was a junior 
eolonel in charge of the rifle shooting of 
the British Army, but he is now in Lady- 
smith doing admirable work, and no one 
is in charge. I consider that a general 
officer should have the superintendence 
of this most important duty, because I 
am convinced that not big battalions but 
straight shooting will win the battles of 
the future. The troops should have far 
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fighting dress of all our troops. We 
began the change in the Zulu War, when 
our men were in red and our officers in 
blue—as bad a combination as possible. 
But in 1885 Sir Charles Warren, during 
the Bechuanaland Expedition, which was 
most admirably conducted, turned the 
colour of the dress of the force from that 
of a butterfly to a chrysalis—from red to 
brown. All the officers were armed with 
rifles and bandoliers, there was hardly a 
sword in the force, and no distinguishing 
marks. Yet, with such an experience 
before us, troops went to South Africa 
lately with kilts, badges, and swords, and 
they suffered accordingly. The Yeomanry 
uniform is quite unsuitable for mounted 
infantry. I would ask what dress has 
now been decided on by the War Office 
for service on the Continent, or for drill 
here in England? Red is a most con- 
spicuous colour, and it is ridiculously im- 
practicable to train men in peace time 
against men in red, when they will never 
see a bright colour in war. In stalking 
we try to see our game, and to prevent 
the game seeing us ; but in South Africa 
we reverse the process—the Boers see our 
men, but they do not see the Boers, except 
at bayonet distance. It is absolutely 
necessary to have a dress for drill in the 
United Kingdom which our troops would 
be able to take abroad for active service. 
It is most expensive to the country that 
there should beso many sorts of uniform. 
Troops have been sent to ‘South Africa 
with hardly a single article used in peace 
service, except the kilts of the High- 
landers and the black belts of the Rifle 
regiments. It is also a great expense to 
officers. I understand that young officers 
who at the beginning of the year had got 
most expensive kits were unable to take 
with them to South Africa a single article 
of that kit. The Guards actually required 
four new coats. These are small details, 
but some of these details, especially in the 
dress and accoutrements of the soldiers, 
mean the lives of men. I hope this 
subject has been very fully considered by 
the War Office. The time has arrived 
when the country asks for less of the 
show and more of the business of war. 


more practice with the rifle than at 


present, to the exclusion, if necessary, of 
the old-fashioned drill. At inspections 


in many details, but he rarely inspects its 

capacity inshootingat ranges orin scouting. 

The time has arrived for a change in the 
Col. Wyndham Murray. 


*Mr. WASON 


(Clackmannan = and 


. : : | Kinross): I would not have intervened 
the general officer inspects a regiment | 


‘in this discussion but for the speech of 
jan hon. Member who spoke of this war 
being unjust, and one which would be- 
l 
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smirch the fair fame of this country. | 
am one of the youngest Members of this 
Parliament, and have recently gonethrough 
a contested election in which the war in 
South Africa was practically the sole 
topic discussed. I condemned the nego- 
tiations which led up to the war, 
but I maintained that if the Pre- 
sident of the Transvaal had been as 
desirous of peace as his friends said he 
was peace would have been maintained. 
[ was sent here, Mr. Lowther, by my 
constituents on the express understanding 
that I would vote for the necessary men 
and money to bring this war to a 
triumphant issue, and [am glad to have 
had the opportunity of saying these few 
words with reference to what my 
attitude was at my election. I have 
listened to this discussion throughout, 
and have been much interested in the 
various speeches made in the various 
quarters. I listened with great attention 
to the speech of the hon. Member 
for Salford division. He is an old 
athlete, and told us something of the 
athletics at the public schools. He and 
the hon. Member for the Woodstock 
Division of Oxfordshire were _ ofticers 
together in the early sixties at Rugby. 
When we went to the University together 
my hon. friend continued his volunteering 
experience by joining the Oxford Volun- 
teers. I did not do so because I had a 
commission already in South Ayrshire, 
which I carried on for some time. When 
I came to London I got too heavy for 
rowing, and was no longer able to enjoy 
the pursuits of my youth, but I joined 
the Inns of Court Rifle Volunteers, other- 
wise called the “ Devil’s Own.” Reference 
has been made to the difficulty of getting 
Volunteers to meet together. That has 
not always been a difficulty. When I was 
an officer in Scotland we thought nothing 
of going eighteen or twenty miles to drill, 
although these were not thedaysof bicycles. 
J would impress on the Under Secretary 
for War, the necessity of giving every 
possible encouragement to the Cyclist 
Volunteer Corps in this country. We 
have exeellent roads. 
cheap and a mobile force. Their mounts 
do not require stabling, food, or grooming, 
just a little oiling and dusting now and 
then, and they can do their fifty or sixty 
miles a day without fatigue. I think 
that the Volunteers have had too much of 
the cod shoulder from the War Office in 


the past; and they require to be en-| be put if that plan is carried out. 
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couraged in every possible manner. 


Cyclist corps are a‘ 


Estimates. 1 


reo 
a 


It 
has been said that a cavalry officer must 
have a private income of £400 or £500 a 
year; but no young man can become a 
Volunteer officer unless he has private 
means at his command. I shoula like to 
see means taken to get the best young 
men with the best brains as Volunteer 
officers, irrespective of their private in- 
come. I heard a story the other day of 
two soldiers who were going out on active 
service to South Africa, and who were 
talking of the Volunteers who were also 
going out. One said to the other, “Now 
we shall see what these damned twopenny- 
halfpenny Saturday afternoon soldiers can 
do.” T venture to say that the Volunteers 
will give an extra good account of them- 
selves, and that they are only too proud at 
thismomentto be of service to the country. 

I trust, therefore, the War Office will en- 
courage the Volunteers in every possible 
way. I was glad to see in The Times to- 
day the letter of Lieutenant-Colonel Loft- 
house, who commands the Inns of Court 
Volunteers, suggesting that if there is to 
be a Militia ballot, which I should 
strongly deprecate, Volunteers who have 
passed as marksmen may very well he 
exempted. 

*Srr_ W. THORBURN (Selkirk and 
Peebles): I have first of all to con- 
gratulate my hon. friend the Under See- 
retary for War on the speech with which 
he introduced this measure of Army re- 
form. 


I also sincerely congratulate him 
on a former speech, which raised him to 
the front rank of debaters of this House. 
I congratulate the country that at last we 
have got a Government which is prepared 
to put forward a real measure of Army 


reform for home defence. I do not 
profess to be an expert in Army matters, 
but I feel pretty sure that the proposals 
of the Government will, upon the whole, 
be received with satisfaction in the country. 
I regret, however, that I cannot endorse 
the proposals which are made in regard to 
the Volunteers. I very much fear that 
these will be somewhat abortive. First 
of all, I believe that, unless the Govern 
ment are prepared to give the Volunteers 
very substantial pay, the proposal to put 
them for a whole month under cazvas 
will not be suczessfully carried out. As a 
large employer of labour I know the ditffi- 
culty to which employers of labour will 
It 
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might be successful if their going under | 
canvas was limited to every second year, | 
for in that case I am sure employers | 
would do their utmost to facilitate such | 
an arrangement. 


| what they have done. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE | 
ror WAR (Mr. Wynpuaw, Dover) : It is 
limited to only this year. 


*Sir W. THORBURN: I am glad I 
misapprehended the hon. Gentleman. I | 
am prepared to go very much further | 
than the Government in the matter of 
Army reform. I am quite prepared to | 
go the length of modified compulsion, and | 
one way of effecting that would be to put 
the Militia ballot into force, exempting 
all members of the Volunteer force who 
became efficient. If not efficient then 
they should be liable to the ballot, and if 
drawn be compelled to serve. After 
some years training of both the Militia 
and the Volunteers I believe you could 
commence a system of Reserves which 
would provide an enormous aud efficient 
military force for the purposes of home 
defence, available to meet any emer- 


gency. I agree with the hon. and 
gallant Member for Bath that the 


Government should encourage rifle clubs, 
and also that special attention should be 
devoted to rifle shooting in the Army. | 
Reforms of other kinds are absolutely 
wanted. The cost of living for officers in 
the Army, especially in the cavalry regi- 
ments, is so great that no one but a man 
of wealth can join. That is a state of 
matters which no other country in Europe 
would permit. The expense officers are 
put to in connection with their uniform 
is also too great, and would not be per- 
mittea in Germany, France, or Russia, 
perhaps the greatest military Powers 
in the world. The Army should be 
held out as a_ profession, and I do 
not think an army officer should be 
ashamed to walk about the streets in his 
uniform. The khaki uniform is com- 
paratively inexpensive, and, as a fighting 
garment, nothing could be better. I hope 
the Government will take this matter of 
clothing into serious consideration, because 
in the present day the scarlet uniform is 
discredited, and has become absolutely 
impossible. Although not quite germane 
to the present debate, I wish to take the 
opportunity of congratulating the War 
Oftice on the extraordinary ability shown 
Sir W. Thorburn. 
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in sending our forces to South Africa. A 
number of leading journals and military 
critics have been very severe on the 
Government, but I hold the Government 
deserves the thanks of the nation for 
We have not had 
the experience of a great war for many 


| years, and the fact that the War Office, 


in conjunction with the Admiralty, has 
been able to land a fighting force of 
200,000 men in South Afmea, in the 
short time at their disposal, is a very 
admirable performance. In conclusion, I 
again press upon the Government the 
careful consideration of some modified 
form of compulsory military service, 
without which I do not think we can have 
a thoroughly equipped force ready for 
any emergency and under all circum- 
stances. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I wish to call 
the attention of the Under Secretary for 
War to the view which is held by many 
hon. Members with regard to the 
Volunteers. If the Government persist 
in a month’s drilling in camp for the 
Volunteers in each year, I rather fancy 
they will find that they will kill the 
Volunteer system altogether. It is im- 
possible for the class of men to whom 
the Volunteers belong to leave their 
employment for a period of a month at 
one time. The Under Secretary intimated 
that he did not yet know what grant 
would be made to the Volunteers for 
their month under canvas. Even sup- 
posing you give them a pound or two, 
that would not help their employers for 
the loss of their services; and it would 
be found that it would prevent young 
men being engaged in responsible posi- 
tions in shops, offices, factories, and other 
places if it became known that they are 
under contract with the Government to 
leave their employment for a whole 
month to go under canvas. That would 
be a fatal part of the scheme, and an 
equally fatal part would be the prolonged 
period of Militia training. It would 
disjoint and upset all industrial employ- 
ment to such an extent that it would 
prove highly detrimental to the interests 
of both these branches of home defence. 
At the present time it is exceedingly 
difficult to get any considerable number 
of Volunteers to go under eanvas for one 
week, and many who go once do not 
attempt to go again, because of the great 
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inconvenience. If you inquire among 
Volunteer officers and non-commissioned 


officers, you will find that the enormous | 


difficulty they have in whipping up a 
sufficient number of their regiment to 
make a decent appearance in camp is not 


imaginary, but real. [An Hon. MEMBER: | 


Not in Lancashire.] After all, is this not 
true, and has it not been proved by this 
war, that men whv have never been in 
camp or under military training in 
large numbers’ are equally _ efficient 
in the field as fighting soldiers as 
those who have spent a long time 
in barrack life and in reviews and parades. 
The real thing, if you want to make this 
enlarged branch of our home defence 
effective, is to teach the men to shoot. 
That is a thing you have never taught the 
men. I agree that rather than have no 
range at all a 100 yards range would be 
better. There can be no difficulty in 
obtaining a 300 yards or a 500 yards 
range. If you are going in to be a mili- 
tary nation, with universal service in the 
Army, the landowners vill have to con- 
tribute their part to the scheme by sur- 
rendering their property for rifle practice, 
without which home defence or any other 
defence is a mere delusion and a snare. 
In regard to the artillery, only a month 
back I met a gentleman who was on his 
way to volunteer his services for South 
Africa, and he assured me that ‘only in 
one week, all the years he had been in the 
Volunteer service, had he had any practice 
with a breech-loading gun. What use is 
there in wasting men’s time and causing 
expense if they have not the proper 
materials to perfect themselves upon ! 
These are things which, in the interest of 
everyone concerned, it is desirable for the 
Government to take seriously into con- 
sideration. I understand the Government 
said that they detest conscription. Ah! 
but there are hon. Members sitting 
behind the Government, men of experi- 
ence and authority in military matters, 
who have expressed an opinion in favour 
of it, who say that you will be compelled 
to come to it, but that you must 
first take the Militia ballot. But what is 
that but conscription? It is conscription 
in the instalment form for home service. 
The Government have, no doubt, got to 


usual common mode of voluntary enlist- 
ment, and I doubt if they will be able to 
find the men, even if we give them the 
money, without adopting other means 
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| than those now before the House. One 
of the hon. and gallant Members opposite, 
in the office of candid friend, said— 


“Your present scheme will not avail you, 
and will you tell us at what period in its 
failure you will come to the House and ask for 
general conscription ?” 


The hon. and gallant Gentleman had in 
his mind, no doubt, that the Government 
could not get the men by the proposals 
which are under discussion. I do nat 
think they will, and I am sure the 
Government themselves do not think 
they will, and if they attempt some of the 
reforms to which I have referred, they 
will not only not increase the Volunteer 
force, but decrease and ultimately de- 
stroy them. Now Ido not want to see 
the Volunteers destroyed or discouraged, 
or any step taken which will strike 
a blow at their efficiency or numbers. 
I am not approaching this in any 
unfriendly spirit ; I only wish to say | 
hope nothing will be done that may injure 
this branch of the service. I hope the 
Government will tell the hon. Member 
for Evesham at what period of the failure 
to obtain men they will come to the 
House and ask for authority for the 
Militia ballot. That is a very important 
question, and one which I should not have 
dared to ask. We are to-night on the 
threshold of a great military future; we 
are initiating a scheme by which, in time, 
every youth of eighteen years of age will 
have to do so many years service in the 
Army of this country. _ I am not arguing 
the rights or wrongs of the question, but 
we ought to have some information with 
respect to it, and not have it thrust upon 
us without warning. I wish the Govern- 
ment could in its wisdom pension off 
some of its prominent members and their 


‘associates; if they could do this we 


should not want this increase of 


home defence. Your policy of 
unrest is the cause of our military 
difficulties, and while you are ex- 


pending money and _ shedding blood 
abroad, many cf your people at home are 
dying from want of the necessaries of 
life. I am not prepared to refuse the 
demands of the Government now. A 


_ great conflagration has been started and 
the end of their tether in regard to the | 


the only thing to be done is to extinguish 
it as soon as possible. But I hope the 
responsibility for the outbreak will be 
brought home to the hon. Gentlemen to 
whose actions the war is due, and that 


F 
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they will have to give an account of the | 


crime which has necessitated the expen- 
diture for which we are voting the supplies 
to-night. 


Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said 
the scheme proposed by the Government 
for increasing the efficiency of home 
defence was avery judicious one. He 
did not agree with hon. Members who 
advocated some modified form of com- 
pulsion. In the Volunteers we had a 
quarter of a million of men who had 
passed through the ranks, of whom the 
nation might well be proud, and in times 
of war such as this, this great body of able 
men had been a source of great comfort 
to the country. Private endeavour had 
supported the Volunteer movement in 
the most magnificent manner, but he 
regretted that on the part of the 
Executive the support had been of 
the most parsimonious description. He 
was very grateful, therefore, to hear 
that the capitation grant was to be 
increased. The amount by which it was 
to be increased had not been stated, and 
whether it was to be 2s. or £2 nobody 
knew, but he would urge the Government 


in any case to grant a very substantial 


amount. He would suggest the capita- 
tion grant should be raised to double its 
present amount, so that the Volunteer 
force might be put upon a sound financial 
basis. He urged the Government to 
give an increased capitation grant to 
Volunteer corps which did not possess 
either rifle ranges or drill-halls, and also 
to assist regiments whose officers had 
incurred financial obligations by establish- 
ing drill-halls. If the Government 
vesolved to give the Volunteers substan- 
tial financial aid, they would be supported 
by the House and by the country, and 
would experience no difficulty in procur- 
ing the extra number of men now 
required, 


*Sir HENRY FLETCHER (Sussex, 
Lewes): For the last twenty years I have 
taken part in every military debate that 
has taken place in this House, and on 
this occasion I wish to say a few words 
onthe proposed increase in the number 
of men which is now asked for. I wish 
the Under Secretary would see his way to 
ask for a far larger number of men than 
he has, because the temper of the House 

Mr. Broadhurst. 
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and the country and the men who are 
likely to come forward is such that no 
ditficulty could arise in his obtaining 
whatever number he desired. I was very 
pleased to hear the hon. Member for 
Leicester say he would support this 
measure, although he somewhat threw 
cold water on the scheme by saying he 
did not think the men would be found. 
I have no doubt that if the War 
Office authorities set about the business 
in a proper straightforward manner, they 
will have no difficulty in filling the bat- 
talions. I can carry my recollection back 
to the time of the Crimean War, at 
which tine we had to raise something 
like twenty-five battalions ; but the sys- 
tem which was adopted then could not 
be carried out now. Twenty-five bat- 
talions were raised, and in many instances 
command was given to officers, colonels 
by rank, who had retired from the ser- 
vice. In those days the system of 
purchase was in vogue, and the colonel 
had the privilege of giving ten commis- 
sions as ensigns to ten gentlemen who 
desired to enter the Army. Each ensign 
had the power to bring in 100 men with 
him, and battalions of 1,000 strong were 
very soon formed. That system cannot 
be adopted now owing to the abolition 
of purchase. Another reason was that 
many of the commissions were given to 
officers of the Militia who brought their 
men with them. It is now different. I am 
glad to say the Militia is embodied and 
is at the front. I do not, however, 
despair of the result of this scheme. 
A number of the men whom the Under 
Secretary thinks he will be able to bring 
into the ranks will be men who have 
served with the colours and in the ranks 
for twelve years, and when we consider 
that many of the men who have served their 
twelve years are now only thirty, there 
are many between thirty and forty vears 
of age who will willingly come forward and 
join the colours again in such numbers 
that the Secretary of State need not in 
any way fear the success of his scheme. 
With regard to the Militia, I do not wish 
to offer any observation. The Militia 
is represented in this House by hon. 
Members qualified to speak for it ina 
proper manner. Turning to the Volun- 
teers, with which I have been connected 
ever since the initiation of the force 
forty-one years ago, and which I am 
still serving, I can say what is the 
feeling of the force in regard to this 
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There is no doubt that the 
Volunteers are flocking by hundreds 
to be enrolled in the existing regiments, 
and the movement is progressing in 
a rapid and successful way. I thank 
the authorities and the Secretary of 
State for War for the words he 
uttered the other day in another place 
that it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to ask certain Auxiliary officers of 
high rank to take a seat in the War 
Office in order to act as advisers to the 
military authorities. | We Volunteers, 
therefore, are now recognised more than 
heretofore. I can recollect in the early 
days it was very uphill work. We were, 
I will not say hardly tolerated, but we 
were looked upon with very little satis- 
faction by the military authorities. We 
have now reached that reward which the 
military authorities have been pleased to 
bestow on us during the past few years. 
The great question is will this scheme as 
put forward by the Government in all its 
phases he satisfactory? They will get 
the number of men they want, but as to 
the question of camping. There is one who 
has had a battalion in camp for twenty-six 
years past who will tell the authorities 
they will have great difficulty in getting 
the employers to allow, or the men 
themselves to remain in camp for a month. 
I have often thought, on the last day of 
the camp week, when I had had 800 or 900 
men, who after their week’s exertions 
had proved themselves well drilled, fairly 
disciplined, and satisfactory in every way, 
I have often thought, what a hardship 
and what a mistake it was that they 
were obliged to be disbanded and sent 
back into their civil life, when a few 
weeks more must have fitted them so 
much more for their soldier life. But I 
have thought all this over, and see great 
difficulty in the proposition put forward 
by Her Majesty's Government, that 
Volunteers shall or may, I believe that is 
the correct word, remain in camp for a 
period of one month. But if such is the 
wish of the authorities, I can assure the 
Government that as a commanding officer 
and one who has taken an interest in the 
force for many years, I will use every 
endeavour to carry out the wishes of the 
authorities, and I can say this for all 
commanding officers, in order that 
Wwe may prove ourselves _ civilians 
first and soldiers afterwards. May 
I here say a word on the question of 
ranges. That is a matter which has occu- 
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_ pied my mindandattention for many years. 


This is in my opinion the crux of the 
whole system of the Volunteer force. 
Provide the battalions with ranges within 
a near distance of the headquarters, and 
don’t attempt to send them by rail two 
or three hours on a Saturday afternoon to 
go to their class firing. No amount of 
money the Government may offer to pay 
travelling expenses will meet that vexed 
question. Every endeavour should be 
made that suitable ranges should be found 
as near as possible to headquarters. And 
if | may offer a suggestion, let the mili- 
tary authorities have looked over, and 
once more have inspected, some of the 
disused ranges we had to give up when 
the Martini was exchanged for the Lee- 
Metford, and I feel sure, from my know- 
ledge of rifles and ranges, that many will 
be found perfectly suitable now for the 
Lee-Metford. The hon. Member for 
Leicester said, and I agree with him, that 
if we cannot find ranges of x00 or 
1,000 yards we should get ranges 
at 200 yards. I have always laid 
down this principle. We ought to 
endeavour to teach a Volunteer to shoot 
well up to 500 yards. I donot care what 
becomes of a man afterwards if he cannot 
carry out his class firing at a distance 
beyond that. Ranges of this kind at 
least can be obtained, and the Govern- 
ment at this time must use every en- 
deavour to get such ranges for the Volun- 
teers. I wish also that a little longer 
time were given to go into this important 
question. Another very serious matter 
is that connected with the transport of 
the Volunteers. That subject I have 
taken up for years, and in this House, on 
those benches and on these, | have urged 
on the military authorities and the 
Government the necessity of finding 
some proper means of providing trans- 
ports for the Volunteers. The “ man in 
the street ” has told me that a few years 
ago a Committee sat in the House of 
Commons on that question and reported. 
And last year the Under Secretary 
for War put before the House the 
proposals of the authorities with regard 
to the transport allowed to Volunteers. 
I must say that it was not a satisfactory 
offer which the authorities made to us 
last year. The amount is not suflicient, 
and I do not think it will be 
found that any single commanding 
officer or brigadier has taken any steps 
to provide the transport or the allowance 
F 2 
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the Government offered. We were told 


that we were to be provided with hired | 


transport. Well, I only hope that if we 
are to be provided with hired transport 
we shall be allowed to have a liberal 
allowance, and to find our own hired 
transport. Do not let us be thrust upon 
Messrs. Brown, Jones, Smith, or Robin- 
son of any big town or city, because if 
this is done it will only be handed by 
them over. to others who will possibly fail 
to carry out the requirements necessary. 
Give us a liberal allowance and then I 
feel satisfied that the question of trans- 


port, though it be only carried out by the | 


Volunteers, will be far more satisfactory 
to the Volunteer force than it has been 
in the past. If the authorities are going 
into the question of the reorganisation of 
the Volunteers, may I suggest to them 
one matter, personal though it may seem, 
because it affects those in a position like 
myseli—the system of brigadiers and 
brigades in the Volunteer force. At 
present the position held by my- 
self and others is perfectly anomalous. 
We know nothing of what is going 
on in connection with our brigades, with 
the exception of the one week they 
are serving under us in camp. If the 
brigade system is to be carried out, if the 
Volunteer officers are to be made use of, 
give us more work to do, give us a little 
more insight into the working of the 
system than we have at present, and I 


hope and trust, whatever is done in the_ 


reorganisation or the resettling of the 


Volunteer foree the Government will not | 
lose sight, and the military authorities | 


will not lose sight of it, that we are now 
a body of men over 215,000 efficient, I 


think the Under Secretary of State for | 


War said, who are determined, if we are 
treated in a proper way and placed in the 
position in which our services can be 
used, we are men who have forgotten all 
that is past, and are determined to do 
our duty in whatever place the authorities 
may choose to send us. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : Sir, 
I am not a military man, I am not a 
Volunteer, and, like nearly every other 
man of sense in the country, I am nota 
friend of the War Office. I rise, however, 
to speak on certain points raised by the 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary of 
State for War, in his speech, because I 
wish to protest against the scheme he 

Sir Henry Fletcher. 
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proposes in some of its details, and against 
merging some permanent arrangement 
for defence at home with some different 
scheme for attack abroad. I protest 
against the amalgamation of both. plans 
because it may be capable of political 
misinterpretation in the constituencies, 
and because I think emergency: schemes. 
of military preparation ought not to be 
dragged into the arena of party contro- 
versy ; and it would have been better for 
the Government had they confined them- 
selves entirely to emergency proposals, 
whether for South Africa, whether for the 
Militia, or whether for the Volunteers, and 
to have kept them almost religiously apart 
from the question of permanent defence 
and, probably, ultimate conscription, and 
which undoubtedly add needlessly to our 
military expenditure to an enormous ex- 
tent. The people who support this War 
did not ask for this scheme that could 
have been produced when the Army 
Estimates came on. People want the 
machinery for this war perfected ; they 
demand concentration from the War 
Office, and get confusion; they want 
quicker transport, more and better guns ; 
they want routine abandoned, red tape 
discarded, conflicting plans harmonised, 
' the various movements co-ordinated with 
the ease and simplicity the Boers have 
displayed. They want the adaptation of 
means to ends, and that with prompti- 
tude. _ And, having said that, I protest, asa 
practical man, against the scheme because: 
it savours of panic. It is very much like 
the speech of Lord Rosebery in another 
place this evening, in which his Lordship: 
'asked for many more men in addition 
'to those which you have already dis- 
patched. But in. this he 1s practically 
alone, and tke reason for the demand 
the people cannot understand. The: 
average British elector is quite convinced 
that there are quite enough men in South 
Africa, if you only had better tacties, 
better strategy, and better leadership: 
than we have had up-to. now. What we 
want is not more British troops, but Boer 
generalship ; and the sooner the War 
Office comes round to that view the 
better it will be for us. If this scheme is 
intended to impress foreign. Powers, I say 
it has absolutely failed, because looking 
at the foreign newspapers—mind, I do: 
not at all agree with all that the French 
_and German and Austrian newspapers 
‘say of us—you find. that. section of 
| Continental opinion, which you. cannot 
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judiciously ignore, is flatly against you. 
Again, if the scheme was intended to 


help the emergency in South Africa, it is, | 


according to the military critics, useless. 


Once more the War Office has shown its in- | 
adaptability to meet difficulty with. re- | 
What I wish to know is, where | 


source. 
is the military expenditure of this nation 


going to stop? Weare told that we want | 
Well, the Trans- | 


more men. Do we? 
vaal Republic in population is about as 


large as the parish of Lambeth, or about | 
| opposite nods his head. Does he want to 


two-thirds of the size of that single Lon- 


don constituency which I have the honour | 
ito represent, and yet we are told that to | 


fight an enemy of such proportions, 200,000 
men are not enough. The total of our 


forces in this country, on the seas, and | 
of military control ? If he does, militarism 


in our colonies and dependencies numbers 
nearly a million men. 
that is not enough. We are told that 
the Militia Ballot Act is to be abandoned, 
and that conscription will ultimately be 
necessary. [ do not believe that this 
country will have conscription, and may | 


not suggest to the House of Commons | 


that there is an alternative to this mili- 
tarising of the people in the abandonment 
of our spread-eagle imperialism and our 
long-spoon diplomacy, and the telling of 
people abroad to mend their manners ? 


Let us look at what it is leading us to, | 
of the Volunteers are unworkable, and in 
‘this connection I have a suggestion to 


and glance at the figures of the expendi- 
ture during the short space of fifteen 
years. In 1885 we spent .£30,000,000 on 
the Army and Navy; to-day we are 
spending tne abnormal sum of £51,000,000. 
Where is this extravagance to cease? We 
are now spending £10,000,000 more than 
Russia; £14,000,000 more than Germany ; 
and £10,000,000 more than France in 
naval and military armaments ; yet we are 
told that it is not enough. Well, Sir, the 
British workman and the masses of this 
country have a knack of expressing them- 
selves in no uncertain way at the poll 


against panic schemes of this order, and | 


I believe the answer will be emphatic 
when his opinion is asked. There 
was one thing in the speech of the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
which was highly satisfactory, inasmuch 
as it conveyed an official repudiation by 
the Government of any attempt at con- 
scription. That is the one spark of con- 
solation that shone in his speech. But 
why does the Under Secretary for War 
repudiate conscription? Because he 
knows that conscription the people of 
this country won’t have; and I put it 
boldly before the House now, that if the 
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people of England have to choose between 
the lopping off of some of the colonies— 
that are not so valuable as some men 
seem to imagine—and the loss of a few 
millions a year in trade: if they are to 
choose, I say, between that and conscrip- 
tion they would rather lose those colonies 
and their attendant millions than have 
all the moral and social disadvantages that 
conscription imposes on an_ industrial 
nation [**No, no!”] Some hon. Mem- 
bers say “No”; and the hon. Gentleman 


reproduce in England the autocratic 
intolerance of Germany ? Does he wish 
to see England smitten with the disease 
which Spain and Italy and France are 
suffering from in the terrorising despotism 


and its product, conscription, will do it. 
But conscription has been avoided by the 


| Government less because of its national 
| effects 


than for class convenience. 
One reason ,why I believe conscription 
was repudiated is that if it were 
once introduced the Army would no 
longer be the appanage of the aristocracy 
Con- 
scription would break down the family 
arrangement by which the titles get the 
salaries and the untitled get the work. In 
my opinion, the proposals for the training 


make on a problem which the War Office 


'can readily solve if it is really in earnest. 
They have only to ask the Government 


to slip a clause into every railway Bill 
that passes through Parliament that 
Volunteers whén engaged in travelling to 


'and from the shooting ranges shall be 


carried free. That is a contribution 
that railway companies ought to pay 
towards the Volunteers making them- 
selves efficient in the art of defending 
their property in time of war. The Volun- 
teers also want more efficient commanding 
officers than they now have, as merit in 
the Volunteer force, like the Army, is 
often over-ridden, because social  po- 
sition without military skill too often 
counts for promotion. Then we come 
branch of the scheme 

and I am very sorry that we have not 
that fine old English gentleman, the 
gallant Sir George Chesney, with us this 
evening to reproduce on the floor of this 
House one or two of the frequent 
criticisms he wrote in that little booklet 
of his, nearly twenty years ago, as to 
what Great Britain needed for its expe- 
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ditionary wars. He said, among other 
things, that we should always have an 
army of 30,000 men, which he specially 
defined, ready to take the field in less 
than twenty-four hours. A force mobile, 
ubiquitous, unencumbered by the useless 
gear a British army always has. Of 
course that is a principle which I ex- 
pect would not find favour at the War 
Office. There is the insuperable obstacle 
of officers baggage to take into considera- 
tion. This kind of thing ought to be 
stopped. Officers ought not to be allowed 
to encumber their regiments on the 
march with all the baggage I saw at 
Aldershot. — Boot-trees should be left 
at home, as well as golf sticks, tennis 
racquets, and opera hats, and surplus uni- 
forms. All this mountain of impedimenta 
affected hy British officers, and which is 
hound to hamper the progress of an army, 
should be discarded when thousands of 
gallant lives are hanging in the balance. 
It is all very well for the Under See- 
retary to put up a Bill calling for men, to 
try to stwmmon spirits from the vasty 
deep. Ido not think men will respond 
after the war fever has passed. I am 
sorry to say that the middle and _pro- 
fessional classes, who have clamoured for 
the war, have not volunteered as they 
should have done. There are only two 
classes who pay the blood tax of their 
country—the aristocracy in the officers and 
the labouring classes in the men. This 
war has typitied the mental and admini- 
strative decay of the governing classes. 
lf the London County Council had 
managed its tire brigade with no more 
ability and promptitude than the War 
Office has displayed in the management 
of this war, people would have been burnt 
in their beds three nights a week. I 
am almost inclined to suggest that the 
management of the next war should 
he left to the fire brigade committee 
of the County Council. The Under 
Secretary has not mentioned the non- 
commissioned officer. How long is he 
to be debarred from that treatment his 
energy, ability, experience, and capacity 
deserve The governing classes have 
drawn a ring fence round the commissioned 
ranks of the Army ; and they have nipped 
in the bud the aspiration of the non-com- 
missioned ofticer to gain his commis- 
sion. This should not be allowed to 
continue when the margin of our 
officers is so rapidly dwindling in 
the present war by the pluck and 
Mr. John Burns. 
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gallant leadership of the officers. If you 
want to test the accuracy of my statement 
go to Aldershot, as I have done, and see 
for yourselves. You will see whole bat- 
teries going away in charge of youths of 
eighteen or nineteen years of age. We 
have colour-sergeants and sergeant-majors 
who with their experience are infinitely 
better than a dozen of these young fellows 
thrown together. Why do I emphasise 
that? Because there is no mention of the 
non-commissioned officer in the scheme, 
If hon. Members doubt the capacity of our 
non-commissioned officers let them go and 
see that splendid soldier Sergeant-major 
Foules, of the 1st Grenadier Guards, 
manage his battalion. In manner, ability, 
knowledge, and all that goes to make a 
good soldier he makes those men work 
better than the famous Guards I saw 
reviewed at St. Petersburg. We hear a 
good deal of the precision and drill of the 
3erlin Guards. Sergeant-Majors Foules 
and Best’s, of the Grenadiers and Cold- 
streams, are two of the best drills [ have 
ever seen in Europe. But you will not 
give these men command of a regiment. 
Why! There is some reason. It is not 
because rankers are not fit cr capable, it 
is because you have put a ring fence 
round the commissioned ranks that must 
be broken down if the Army is to be 
efficient and popular. Remove the 
reason for refusing promotion from 
the ranks, and you will have abler, 
stronger, and better men in your Army 
than you now have, and until you do so 
your Army will not be so popular as it 
deserves to be. The hon. and gallant 
Member who spoke on the other side 
suggested that we wanted more troops in 
Africa. I do not agree with him. What 
does the Figaro of yesterday say in criti- 
cising our military arrangements! It 
says that the reason the British soldier 
has sueceeded in all parts of the world, 
especially in hot countries, is that the 
British military system has insisted on 
quality as against quantity. Instead 
of throwing a mass of 100,000 men, 
whether from the Volunteers or 
Militia, at the heads of the British 
taxpayer, I believe you would do 
much more good if your unintelligent 
War Office were to insist on greater 
efficiency in the Army than we now 
have. By doing that you will follow 
the best traditions and experience of 
Greece and Rome in fighting, and you 
will justify the opinion of every military 
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critic on the Continent that we hold 
India and our colonies not by the number 
of our troops, but because of the pluck of 
the rank and file and the greater average 
efficiency of the unit in the voluntary 
Indian Army than is possible under con- 
scription. [ agree with that view, and it 
is because I have thought this matter out 
that I say the need of the Army is not 
great masses of troops, but the highest 
uality of efficiency that only a free enlist- 
ment system can yield, With regard to 
the dress of the soldier, I am one of those 
who have been subjected to a great deal 
of adverse criticism, because years ago I 
ventured to say what every military 
critic is now thinking, that the dress 
was unsuited to the work, and that the 
British officer too frequently dressed 
like a gilded popinjay. I repeat that 
statement on the floor of the House; it 
is justified by fact and by experience. 
Immediately a war breaks out you strip 
the officers of their upholstery, because it 
is a mark for the enemy; you take the 
gilt off the gingerbread, you have to leave, 
the helmet with its attracting glitter at 
home, and all the gay and_ gilded 
trappings are discarded. When your 
troops should be ready and on the 
way to the front, needless delay is 
caused by your having to reclothe them 
fit for their proper work. The hon, and 
gallant Member who suggested an 
improvement in dress ought to know 
there is nothing connected with the 
soldiers that more requires reform, yea, 
revolution, than the dress of the private 
soldier. Of course, we all like to see 
hoth our soldiers and our sailors smart, 
but you can have smartness with 
efficiency in uniform and _indistinctness 
in colour. Take, for instance, the regiment 
of the hon. and gallant Member for Essex 

the Grenadiers. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
The Coldstreams.] Very well, the Cold- 
streams—in dress they are all alike, and 
they are, though very showy, all equally 
bad. With his undress uniform you give 
him « hat that does not protect him from 
the rain or sun; it is a sort of inverted 
collar-box, and ought to have been con- 
demned years ago. You stuff him into 
a tight-fitting tunic, distinguishable to 
the enemy and unpleasant to work 
in at home or abroad—so unpleasant 
that at Chitral and Dargai, where the 
men had to fight, the first thing 
that many of them did was to take 
their bayonet or knife and rip their | 
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tunics open, loose though they relatively | 
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are. At home the soldier prefers to do 
the most elementary duties in his shirt 
sleeves, because his dress does not give 
him freedom of physical movement. 
As to full dress, look at his busby! 
In the summer it is beastly hot, and in 
the winter it makes the man more miser- 
able, because the rain comes down all 
over his face, and the longer he is in the 
rain the heavier the busby becomes. 
Coming from his head to his feet, look at 
the kind of boots you give these hig 
fellows in which to do their drill and 
marching, the chief portion of a solcier’s 
work. You spend £9 on his busby and 
8s. on his boots. I would reverse the 
operation. I would not have him put 
into hard and unsympathetic boots such 
as you see him walking about the streets 
of London in. You ought to follow the 
example of the County Council in regard 
to their park-keepers, and spend 16s. or 
18s. per pair for boots for your soldiers 
so as to make them comfortable, because 
a very good soldier ought to be a good 
walker. Now I come to my last point. 
You have difficulty in getting men. 
Why? The Nemesis of the English 
landlord has arrived. We are begin- 
ning to realise now that it was a 
mistake to depopulate the Scotch glens 
centuries ago. We are beginning to see, 
by the shrinkage of the Highland popula- 
tion, by the unwillingness of the Scotch to 
enlist, that it was a mistake to have the 
straths and valleys which formerly had 
300 cottages with only two or three in 
them now. Deer have taken the place of 
men. But now the Nemesis of the 
landlord has arrived, and the govern- 
ing classes cannot get strong, big men 
from the highland valleys and the 
Irish glens as was formerly the case. 
And what is more, England, rural de 
populated England, is now telling its 
tale in the difficulty of getting soldiers tc 
fight your battles. When I am told 
there is a difficulty in getting recruits, my 
answer is that you, especially the gentle- 
men of England, are responsible for it. 
You have rendered it impossible for 
the countryside to find its modern 
archers, the men who saved you at Cressy, 
Poictiers, and Agincourt, to be reared in 
the villages, because you have turned 
them out—you have driven your yeomen 
tothe towns. Your land system, the espion- 
age of your parson, the social inquisition 
of the country side, the petty tyranny 
of rural life are now beginning to 
I also 


Estimates. 








175 Army (Supplementary) 


want to tell you this, when you talk 
about conscription remember that Britain 
is unlike Germany, France, or Italy. You 
can have a conscript army in Germany or 
other Continental countries. Why? 
Because the recruit serves as a rule in his 
own district and near his friends. But 
the very essential basis of the British 
Army is that you should have a foreign 
service of able, healthy, and voluntary 
men. Therefore, when men ask in 
this House for conscription I tell 
them that it is unsuited to the 
work the British Army has to do. 
Immediately you impose conscription 
the efficiency of the British Army abroad 
will disappear, and you will want an 
army three times its present size, which 
will present the rapidity of movement, 
fitness of the unit, and decisiveness of 
action that our Colonial and Indian 
system of warfare demands. Above all, 
if you want the British Army to be as 
it should be, follow out what Napoleon 
did: take your Ney or Murat from the 
ranks where he has distinguished himself 
as a private or non-commissioned officer, 
make him an officer, and let ability and 
merit alone count for promotion in the 
British Army. If Napoleon had been 
conducting this war 500 commissions 
would have been given on the field to 
soldiers of the rank and file. Unless you 
do that you wiil discourage your Army ; 
it will be unattractive, which means 
inefficient for its purpose. Then, when 
you have your Army reorganised and on 
a popular basis, I sincerely trust you will 
give the men greater freedom than they 
now enjoy. Treat them more like men 
and less like children. And, above all, 
when you have got your men and got 
your Army, do, in the name of England’s 
honour and our best traditions, use them 
in an infinitely more just and better war 
than that in which our soldiers are at 
present engaged in South Africa. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I found it a little 
difficult to follow the speech of the hon. 
Member who has just spoken. He was kind 
enough to say that in the speech I made 
«few days ago the only clear point was 
my repudiation of conscription. The only 
thing which to my mind is clear in the 
speech to which we have just listened is 
that the name of the War Office with 
the hon. Member is a term of generic 
reproach which he applies to anything 
which he reads in the newspapers or hears 
in the streets from which he differs, or 


Mr. John Burns. 
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which gives him a moment’s annoyance. 


_ The hon. Member told us he was going to 


make one or two suggestions, but surely 
he underrates his contribution to the de- 
bate. The hon. Member ransacked the 
newspapers of every country and has gone 
far afield for his examples, but the up- 
shot of the matter is that he is profoundly 
dissatisfied with all classes in this country. 
He blamed what he calls the aristocracy, 
because they were extravagant and stupid, 
but in the next portion of his speech he 
paid a tribute to their courage ; and he 
proceeded to attack the middle classes. It 
is very difficult to follow all this, but in 
another part of his speech he said it was 
really too hard to expect any employer of 
labour to give his men leave for a week, 
a fortnight, ora month in the course of 
the year for a special emergency. But 
while he was so tender on behalf of em- 
ployers of labour as a whole he saw no 
hardship whatever in asking the share- 
holders of railways to carry 300 or 400 
men fornothing during the busiest months 
of the summer. I take a very much higher 
view than the hon. Member of the 
patriotism of employers of labour. Ina 
year when it behoves us all to do what 
we can in order to make good the absence 
of the greater part of our Army in South 
Africa, | am convinced that the employers 
of labour will be among the first to assist 
us in that manner which lies best in their 
power. The hon. Member made a special 
attack upon the arrangements for trais- 
port in South Africa. There isa great 
deal of misapprehension about that. | 
have herea letter from General Forestier- 
Walker, commanding the lines of commu- 
nication, in which he says :— 

“Tt will be observed that there was on, and, 
indeed, some time previous to, December 31, a 
large unused balance of ox-transport amount- 
ing to 548 wagons with oxen complete and 
also a number of loose oxen.” 

That is a little fact to be set against all 
this rhetoric. The hon. Member made 
one definite criticism of our scheme ; he 
said that we had been very ill-advised in 
not keeping the permanent part of this 
scheme separate from the emergency part 
But is that possible ? 
The hon. Member may think so, but 
those in this House who are experts in 
the matter will not agree with him. The 
permanent part of this scheme is neces- 
sary unless the country is prepared to 
contemplate sending the forces that have 
been sent to South Africa and having no 
force in this country trained to take the 
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swift offensive in the event of our being | membered. 


threatened by any other Power. I will 
not argue with the hon. member, because 
I know that the whole balance of military 
opinion in and out of the House is with 
us in asking for these batteries of artillery 
which are essential. As to the new 
infantry battalions, any one who has 
studied our duties in other parts of the 
Empire—the necessity of garrisoning 
India and the colonial stations—knows 
that the Army has been racked and 
strained because we have not a sufficient 
number of infantry battalions. Hon. 
members have been insisting that after 
this war is over we shall have to keep a 
garrison in South Africa. Is it, there- 
fore, unreasonable to submit to this House 
aproposal for additional infantry battalions 
and additional batteries of artillery ? We 
cannot keep this apart from the emergency 
scheme, because the need for both has 
arisen at the same time and from the 
same cause. I think I can now perhaps 
pass from the speech of the hon. Member. 
3efore we had had a very variegated 
debate. There had been some speeches of 
one kind and other speeches more 
numerous of a very different kind. Of the 
first type there were the speeches of hon. 
Members representing Irish constituencies. 
With regard to these speeches I do not 
propose to take up the time of the Com- 
mittee in dealing with them at very great 
length. The hon. Member who spoke 
first said that he had the courage of his 
convictions, and was prepared to support 
them by speech and vote. I never im- 
puted any want of courage to hon. 
gentlemen who came from Ireland. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: You 
could not, because your great-grandfather 
was an Irish rebel. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I say this in no 
offensive spirit, but there are others of 
the countrymen of hon. Gentlemen from 
Ireland who are doing something more 
than talk, and giving something more 
than votes—who are giving their lives. 
I feel that there is no need for me to 
answer the words of hon. Gentlemen 
with my words, when their own country- | 
men are giving an answer with deeds | 
and death in South Africa. Long after this 
somewhat factitious attempt, this gallery 
display, got up for the benefit of foreign 
countries, is forgotten—for it will not | 
take up two lines in the Annual Register | 
or any future history—the gallantry of | 
Irish soldiers in South Africa will be re- 





{15 Fresruary 1900} 


Estimates. 178 


It will have several lines in 
history ; and the most distinguished of 
the hon. Member’s fellow-countrymen—- 
Lord Roberts—will have some _para- 


graphs, and perhaps some pages. The 
hon. Member said that our expecta- 


tions that this war would be followed 
by peace would prove to be unfounded, 
and that no such result had followed any 
parallel event in history. The hon. 
Member cited the American war of the 
last century, but you cannot prove that 
there is no parallel by merely quoting one 
instance in which a parallel could not be 
traced. For a better parallel I would 
direct the hon. Member’s attention to the 
American war of this century. That was 
a war waged by white races, by Chris- 
tians, by men each who believed that 
they were fighting for their rights, and 
that a great principle was at stake, and 
the side which took the larger view of 


what the development of humanity 
demanded—the side which was fighting 


for results beneficial not only to them- 
selves, but to the whole future of the 
country which they inhabited—won in 
the end, but after great sacrifices and pro- 
longed effort. That is the parallel which 
I would submit to the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I do 
not wish to interrupt the hon. Gentleman 
for one moment, but I am sure he will 
recognise that the parallel is not complete 
when he reflects that these two peoples 
were of the same race, not like the English 
and Dutch. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I doubt whether 
that improves the hon. Member’s position. 
At the first blush it makes that war more 
repugnant. But we must not be carried 
away by emotion and sentiment. We 
must consider that the view which will 
bring the most benefit to the greater 
number of people over the longest period 
of years is the just view, and that isa 
view for which Christian gentlemen can 
fight with confidence. I feel that I have 
been rather led away by the matter to 
which I have referred. I pass to the 
other type of speeches—speeches which 
were in some measure invoked by the 
word “invitation” (the word is not in 
great favour just now, but I used it.when 
I introduced this scheme), namely, an 
invitation for criticism and suggestion 
from those hon. Members who bear or 
have borne Her Majesty’s commission, or 
who take an active interest in the 
Auxiliary forces. 
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the course of this discussion some useful 
suggestions ; but I may perhaps be allowed | 
to say that it would be impossible to go 
in detail all over these various points | 
which have cropped up. But I wish to 
say, with regard to these remarks of hon. 
Members on both sides, that a great deal 
of their criticism has been anticipated, 
and I think they will find that many of 
their suggestions have been accepted. 
Now let me answer all these criticisms 
together, if I can, by this plain statement. 
Our proposals in respect to the Auxiliary 
forces are enabling: they are not man- 
datory. In the main I may say they are 
emergency proposals, and they are not 
permanent proposals. I wish to make 
that point quite clear, because one 
Member after another has got up and said, 
* Volunteers will never train fora month 
together. You make a great mistake in 
asking them to do so.” That is very 
likely. It is very likelv that the great 
majority of Volunteer corps cannot even 
in a year of great stress and of some 
legitimate apprehension make this sacri- 
fice, or without the sacrifice falling on the 
employers of Jabour rather than on the 
men. But there are some corps which 
have asked to be allowed to train for a 
month. Now, in making our enabling 
proposal, would we not have put ourselves 
utterly in the wrong if we had said to all, 
“We will give you a camp and a water 
supply and a payment to cover expenses 
for a week or ten days, but not fora 
longer period” ? Why, I am sure that 
several members of this House who have 
asked for these privileges would have 
tackled me, and [ should have had no 
defence. But now my defence is com- 
plete. If a corps cannot train for a 
month, let it train for a more limited 
period. The facilities we should offer 
will be commensurate with the disposition 
or ability on their part to train them- 
selves. Then I have heen told that the 
scheme was incomprehensible and imprac- 
ticable, because I did not mention the 
exact terms of the inducement which 
would be offered. That was referred to 
by the hon. Member who spoke last, but 
it shows that he knows very little about 
the Volunteers. As things are now, in 
order to be efticient, a Volunteer has to 
do some twelve drills, of which three only 
need be battalion drills. There are cases 
where some corps can do battalion drills 
easily, and other cases where battalion 
drills are difficult of achievement owing to 
distance. They could not do these batta- ’ 
Mr. Wyndham. 
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lion drills, comparatively easy in some 
instances, except at an expense of £30, 
£40, or £50 to the commanding officer. 
Now how foolish it would have been if 
we had come down to this House with a 
cut-and-dried plan, saying we would give 
so much money for so many drills, which 
would be too little in some cases and far 
too much in others. We prefer to make 
two bold and broad conditions for the 
future with regard to the Volunteers. We 
say that, as a permanent proposal, we 
shall treat them better, and, as an emer- 
gency proposal as to this year, we say we 
mean to offer them facilities for making 
themselves etticient during the spring and 
summer. As to the inducements, we say 
that the expenses of the scheme which 
we recommend for adoption by the 
country must come, not out of the private 
purse of the Volunteers or their officers, 
but shall be paid for by the taxpayers of 
the country in return for the security 
which the Volunteers are going to give 
to the people of the country. Then we 
have the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Bath, amongst many others, insisting upon 
greater facilities for musketry, and we 
agree with much that has beer said on 
this subject. In asking the Volunteers to 
make themselves efficient, we shall have 
the greatest regard to shooting. We are 
asked, ‘“* Why not open close ranges !” 
But it must be remembered you cannot 
prevent a bullet going as far as it will; 
although you fire at the butts at 500 
yards the bullet may go 2,000. Some- 
thing more is needed, and the question 
is being studied. There is an_in- 
genious device which may, and I think 
will, enable us to construct short ranges. 
That will be done, and in asking the 
Volunteers to make themselves efficient, 
we should give them the opportunity of 
shooting under the most favourable cir- 
cumstances. Other hon. Gentlemen have 
urged that we should not give too much 
importance to mere smartness or pre- 
cision in parade movements. Quite true. 
But some of the speakers do not seem to 
know that in the regular army a com- 
pany or squadron are for a period of one 
or two months handed over to their com- 
pany officers and instructed in those very 
duties of entrenching and so forth. I 
believe that when the Volunteers come 
under canvas---as they will, in spite of 
some of the croaking we have heard 
this evening—they will derive very 
great benefits not less distinguishable 
from those which have been derived from 
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what is called company training. Then, 
as to underclothing. We are working 
at the War Office on this very subject. 


{15 Fepruary 1900} 


It may not prove such an economy as | 


some hon. Members suppose, but every 
change as a rule costs more than the 
thing you uproot. And, rightly so, be- 
cause with every change you meet legiti- 
mate demands which have been too long 
denied. It is impossible in my opinion 


troops in the field. 


-I may be wrong, and I cannot pledge | 


anyone to this—to make a fundamental 
change in the dress of the soldier without 
recognising that the State must give the 
necessary underclothing. It is quite 
impossible to have one dress for peace 
and war, for temperate and tropical 
climates, unless you can increase the 
cost of the underclothing, and therefore 
| am afraid that some disappointment 
will be caused as to the economy to be 
effected by a most workmanlike and busi- 
nesslike proposal. Let us, I wouid say, 
preserve the traditional dress of the 
soldier for Sunday. That would not 
money, and traditional sentiment 
counts for very much, and rightly so. 
but to tell me that the garb in which 
the British soldier is now winning such 
glory and the respect of all races—— 
‘frish laughter|—Hon. Members laugh, 
but [ said the British 
that expression I, of course, include 
the Irish soldier. Is it not glorious to 
tace death as they have faced it, and what 
is victory beside such noble sacrifices and 
such undaunted courage? That is the 
soldier’s part. Let blame or failure be 
placed here, not on him. The dress in 
which he has fought will be a dress that 
will soon become romantic, and will be 
invested with more sentiment and with 
more tradition than those which are, after 
all, but the memories of the dress in 
which his forefathers fought. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) : 
(sentleman answer the question of the hon. 
Member for Battersea to non-com- 
missioned officers ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That subject is 
heing considered, and is being acted on, 
as I think I informed the House some 
days ago. Special instructions have been | 
telegraphed to Lord Roberts to discover, | 
wherever he can, in the non-commis- 
sioned ranks of the large forces under his 
command those men who might make | 
useful officers. But it is not such an} 


cost 


as 


easy matter as the hon. Member for! get, and we are prepared to pay you foy. 


soldier, and in| 


Would the hon. | 
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Battersea thinks. The bulk of non-com- 
missioned officers and privates wish to be 
quartermasters, and do not wish to take 
the heavier responsibility of commanding 
But where they are 
suited for those duties very few impedi- 
ments, if amy, are placed in their, path. 
If the Committee have followed these 
rather discursive remarks, if they are 
now satisfied, [ will not say with the 
scheme, but with the principle which 
underlies the scheme—-namely, that it is 
an enabling, not a mandatory, scheme, | 
hope that we may now be allowed to take 
the Vote. We do think that the occasion 
demands an effort om the part of all in 
this country. We have put compulsion 
on one side, not, as an hon. Member said, 
because the people will not stand it, but 
because we, the Government, will not 
have it, and least of all a moditied com- 
pulsion. Modified compulsion has always 
led, and must always lead, to immode- 
rate abuse. It is one thing to say to every 
young man of twenty it is your duty to 
serve your country and you shall do it, and 
another thing to have a kind of lottery 
in which one out of thirty or one out of 
fifty would be adventitiously committed 
to a career which he does not wish to 
follow, and which, perhaps, involves him 
making far greater sacrifices than would 
have been made by any one of the other 
forty-nine. In one form or another that 
must iead, as it has always led, to the 
payment of enormous sums for substi- 
tutes, and if once you get that, as you 
had at the beginning of the century, when 
the use of the ballot was abandoned in 
consequence, you have corruption at the 
very basis of your military system. We 
do away with that if the Committee gives 
us that for which we ask. If we have 
three army corps why do you need to fill 
up the Militia beyond these establish- 
ments? If you cannot fill up these 
establishments it is because the Govern- 
ment does not offer sufficient induce- 
ments. How does it advance your object 
to force men into the Militia? The 
scheme has been openly put forward by 
many speakers, not as one to build up 
the Militia, but in order to drive men 


‘into the Volunteers so as to avoid their 


going into the Militia. I think it is 
more English, and more likely to fit in 
with the views of our countrymen, if we 
go to them frankly and say, “ We want sc 
many soldiers, wewantsomany Militiamen,, 
and we want as many Volunteers as we can 
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it if you give evidence that you are 
determined and ready to make sacrifices 
corresponding to the inducements we 
offer.” I believe our scheme for 
strengthening the military forces of 
the country will improve on acquaint- 
ance. I purposely put it forward with- 
out blandishment or praise because [| 
think it will stand on its merits, and I on 
my part will always decline to float any 
scheme by issuing a highly-coloured pro- 
spectus. 

*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
intend to support the motion now before 
the Committee, not because I have any 
love for the administration of the War 
Office, for I think that is very bad in- 
deed, but because I consider that at the 
present crisis in our country we should 
stand shoulder to shoulder and he pre- 
pared to find as many men and as much 
money as may be required in order to 
bring this war to a_ satisfactory con- 
clusion. At the same time I feel that I 
must protest against the way this Supple- 
mentary Estimate has been introduced. 
I object to this process of mixing Sup- 
plementary Estimates with ordinary 
Army Estimates, and I fail to see why 
the hon. Gentleman could not have 
waited another six weeks, when the 
ordinary Army Estimates would come 
on. I am aware that as we extend 
our Empire we must have a larger force. 
It is no use closing our eyes to that fact. 
Nevertheless, all these extra men should 
be provided for in the Army Estimates 
and not in the Supplementary Estimates. 
I want to know where you are to find 
these men? In a time like this there 
may be no difficulty, but in time of peace 
then the difficulty will arise. The War 
‘Office knows what difficulties have 
arisen within the last two or three 
years in regard to recruiting. The 
Highlands of Scotland have become de- 
populated, and when you want recruits 
from that part of the country you will be 
unable to find them. What you ought to 
‘do is to arrange to put the people back on 
the land in order vhat we may have men 
to fill the ranks in the future. There is one 
matter to which I wish specially to call 
the hon. Gentleman’s attention. In my 


own county I believe the Militia have to | 


travel 200 miles before they can get to 
the depét. You should have barracks in 
Ross-shire, and then you would get men to 


join more freely. Someof the officers of the | 


Seaforth Highlanders have their quarters 
Mr. Wyndham. 
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in Dingwall, whilst the men have to go 
all the way to Fort George. The hon. 
Gentleman thinks it will be easy for 
employers of labour to allow Volunteers 
to go for a month’s drill. He must not 
forget, however, that employers have to 
hear the expenses of management of their 
business during the absence of their 
employés, and the ordinary employer 
cannot afford to grant a_ lengthened 
leave of absence to his employés. The 
hon. Gentleman says it is not 
compulsory, but many Volunteers 
are business men, and cannot afford to 
go away for a long time. I do not 
believe the Militia will be able to go 
under canvas for the period arranged. | 
am sure you will have to arrange the 
time of the year to suit the men, 
and not merely to suit the officers. 
In Scotland, if you take the men 
during the fishing season, how are they 
to earn their living the other nine 
months in the year? You will also have 
to take care that you provide your 
Militia and Volunteers with rifles that 
ave properly sighted. It is very dis- 
creditable that we should send out men 
to South Africa with rifles with inaccurate 
sights, simply to be shot down by the 
Boers. You should also provide your 
Militia and Volunteers with m>chine guns, 
and not old muzzle-loaders. The men 
ought to be drilled with the best weapons 
obtainable. I call the hon. Gentleman’s 
attention to these matters, and I hope 
he will give them his careful considera- 
tion. I heartily support this motion, 
because I think it is our cuty to do all 
we can to strengthen the hands of the 
Government at this crisis. 

*Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I wish to 
say a few words on the Vote before the 
House, because [ feel it my bounden duty 
as an Irish representative to protest in 
the strongest possible manner against any 
increase in Her Majesty’s forces in order 
to prosecute what I consider is an unjust 
and unfair war, by which you are en- 
deavouring to take away the liberties of 
two Republics. I can only say in connec- 
tion with the position the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War occupies that I 
regret that such a noble descendant of 
such a noble Irishman as Lord Edward 
Fitzgerald should be occupying a position 
which is certainly not in harmony with the 
ideas and aspirations of his ancestors. We 
have heard in the debate that is going on 
many speeches, some for and some against 
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the war. We have heard speeches made 
against the war by some gentlemen who 
feel it their duty to vote for the war. 
We hold that our position is consistent 
because from the beginning to the end of 
this war we felt it our duty to protest 
against it, because we believe it is unjust. 
Apart from any feelings we hold as Irish- 
men, I say that on the utterances of your 
public men—of the Leader of the Govern- 
ment in this House and the Colonial 
Secretary, and on the opinion of the 
Leader of the Government in the other 
House, any Irishman is perfectly entitled 
on those opinions expressed to come to 
the conclusion, and form their opinions 
that this war is unjust and a cruel 
one. I do not wish to discuss this 
question at length, but perhaps [ may be 
permitted to state that the Colonial 
Secretary once expressed his opinion that 
this war would be as cruel as it was 
immoral ; and the right hon. Gentleman 
expressed that view on the question of 
the franchise, I believe, At that time 
the franchise was fourteen years. When 
Mr. Kruger made his proposal——— 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 


The policy which led to the war cannot 


be discussed now. 

*Mr. FLAVIN: I prefaced my _ re- 
marks by saying that I did not intend 
to discuss that point. [Ministerial 
langhter.] I repeat, Mr. Lowther, that I 
did not intend to discuss that point at 
any length, but I wanted to say in the 
presence of the Colonial Secretary that 
what he said in 1896 was either false 
or true. If that declaration in 1896, that 
such a war would be unjust and immoral, 
is true, how much more unjust and 
immoral is the war now, when the fran- 
chise was reduced to five years? 
For that reason I say that the sooner this 
war is ended the sooner peace will prevail. 
The continuance of the war, in my 
opinion, means a continuance of war and 
strife in this country and _ elsewhere. 
A continuation of the war in the 
Transvaal and the Orange Free State 
will not alone mean a continuat‘on of the 
war there. It may mean larger and more 
important complications for this Empire. 
Therefore, I hold that I am_ perfectly 
justified in saving that the sooner this 
war ends the sooner peace will prevail. 
We have had a statement made here 
about foreign alliances, and about the 
friendly expression of opinion by 
foreign Powers. If these statements are 
true, why have you an appeal here to 
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night for another 115,000 men? Is it to- 
subdue a population of 150,000 men, 
women and children, or is it as a menace 
to foreign Powers, whose alliance and 
friendship you profess to have? ‘The 
longer you pursue this war the greater 
the danger to your Empire. The longer 
you pursue it the greater quantity of blood 
will you sacrifice on foreign soil. I ask 
what proportion of this 115,000 men 
must [reland contribute. I am as convinced. 
as I am_ standing in this House 
| Laughter}|—I can assure hon. Gentlemen 
opposite that their laughing and jeering 
won't stop me—I am as sure as I am 
speaking here that the vast majority of 
the men who are fighting in South Africa 
are not fighting for liberty but for slavery. 
They are not fighting of their own free 
will, as they fought on the hillsides of 
Ireland for liberty, but they are fighting 
to take away that liberty which you your- 
selves gave, and which you acknowledge 
the Transvaal and the Orange Free 
State are entitled to. It is a mere 
subterfuge to state you are fighting 
for freedom and equal rights. In 
our judgment the war should cease, and 
many hon. Members on the other side 
know that this is not a war for the 
franchise, but a war for gold. We have 
heard the very able Under Secretary for 
War, in his reply, speak of the glory of 
British and Irish soldiers facing death in 
such a cause. I fail to see what glory 
can come on an Irishman’s shoulders in 
carrying the Union Jack on to victory, 
and when he comes back minus an arm or 
aleg, or wounded in the body, he will be 
treated the same as the Crimean veterans 
have been treated. I have made here 
appeal after appeal on behalf of the men 
who carried you on.to victory in the 
Crimea, and what is your answer? Why, 
you gave those veterans an Irish work- 
house and a pauper’s grave. A man who. 
fought at Alma, Inkerman, and Sebastopol 
you gave 8d. a day, and why won’t you 
increase his pension! You say it is because 
the law is not retrospective ; neither will it 
be retrospective when the men come back 
from the Transvaal. As long as the Irish 
can carry you on to victory and possess 
youth and health they are valuable to 
you, but the moment they becorhe unfit 
for service you throw them on the 
resources of a helpless wife and family, 
and you shift them about as you have 
shifted the wife of an Irish soldier who is 
an Englishwoman. fowl] Yes, it 
is quite correct, and I will prove the 
Within the last twelve months you 
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case. 





187 Army (Supplementary) 


took a poor Englishwoman, whose husband 


died in your Army, and sent her into my | be now put.” 
Question put, “That the question be 
now put.” 
The Committee divided—Ayes, 236 ; 
(Division List No. 15.) 


constituency to be kept out of the rates 


at our expense. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, | Noes, 39. 


Avland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Asquith, - Hon. Herbert H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
dSalearres, Lord 

salfour, Rt.Hn.A..!.(Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George i 

Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H. +e 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest W illiagn 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 

$11, Charles 

sillson, Alfred 
®Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blandell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
(Caldwell, James 
Carlile, William: Walter 
Canston, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. ) 
CavendishV.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wore’1 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. “Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Cooke.C. W. Radclitie( Heref’d) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Ed. T. D. 
(rors, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross. H. SLepherd ( Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dic kinson, Robert Edmond 
Dilke, Rt. Hon, Sir Charles 
Dorinygtoa, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doug! as, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
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AYES. 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edwaid 
Fergusson, RtHn SirJ.(Mane’r 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bann: ityne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, Willian Hayes 
Fison, Fredk. William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(Cityof Lon. 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, lon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
(rretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hill. SirEdward Stock( Bristol) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhou-e, Henry 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier,Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Wim. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
Kitson, Sir James 
Knowles, Lees 
Lafone, Alfred 
Langley, Batty 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. { Sedtiaaitiee 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt. “Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
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and claimed to move, “That the question 


Lucas-Shadwell, ig? oe 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, john C “rms 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Killop, James 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord E. Wm. .. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirHerbert E. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hnts. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Munvay, Col. Wynd. (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Olroyd, Mark 
O'Neill. Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herb. Pike( Darlington) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes Newton 
Pilkington, SirG. A.(Lan.s. W. 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Provand, Andrew Drybureh 
Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson. Sir 'T. (Hartlep’]) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
titechie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
tobson, org Snowdon 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tussell,Gren. F.S.(Cheltenh’m) 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
tutherford, John 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew) 
Sinclair, C apt. J.(Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Komford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christehurel) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Strachey, Edward 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv | 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
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Abraham, Williaim(Cork,N. E. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Austin, M. (Limeriek, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burns, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Engledew, Charles John 
Evans, Sainuel T. (Glamergan 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W. ) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Question put accordingly, “That a 
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Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 


| Welby, Lieut.-Col. AC. E. 
| Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
| Whitmore, Charles Aleernon 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Joseph Powell-(Bir. 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 

Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk 


NOES. 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cum’land 
MacDonnell, Dr. M.A.(Q’n’s C. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
(Malley, William 
Parnell, John Howard 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt HonE. R.(Bath 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T. (Huds’f'd) 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvil, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES :— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Price, Robert John 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tully, Jasper 
Weir, Jaines Galloway 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Woods. Samuel 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Cap- 
tain Donelan. 


abroad, «luring the year ending on the 


further number of land forces, not exceed- | 31st day of March, 1900.” 
ing 120,000, all ranks, be maintained for | 


the Service of the United 


(Great Britain and Ireland at 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Anson, Sir Willian Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
\rnold-Forster, Hugo O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

As mith, Rt. Hn. Herbert. H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir Johy (Yorkshire) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Man) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H.( Bristol) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Sethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Sond, Edward 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middels’x 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Ca hile, William Walter 
Causton, Richard Knight 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Kingdom of | 
home and | Noes, 34. 


AYES. 
Cavendish, V C.W (Derbyshre 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich } 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.( Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore'r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom),SirJohnCharles Ready 
Cooke,C. W. Radeliftte( Heref'd) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glas. ) 
Cotton-Jodrell,Col. Edw. T. D. 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wim. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHnsirJ.(Mane'r 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, Georee H. 

Finlay. Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 


The Committee divided: 
(Division List No. 16.) 


Ayes, 239; 


Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Foster, Sir Walter( Derby Co.) 
Galloway. William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

(redge, Sydney 

(ribbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(Cityot Lon. 
(riles, Charles ‘Tyrrell 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir Johan Eldon 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir E tward (Berwick) 
Haldane, Ricuard Burdon 
Hamilton. Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 
Hanson, Sir Revinald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, SirEdwardStoek (Bristol) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon J. H. Cecil 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
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Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leese, Sir J. F (Accrington) 
Leizh-Bernett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘killop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Edward W. J. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Middlemore, John T. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Montagu, Hon.J.Seott( Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHnAGraham(Bute) 
Murray. Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray.Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol. Donald Ninian 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Austin. M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Burns, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Engledew, Charles John 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
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Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes, Newton 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(Lanes,SW 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt HnHoraceCurzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Provanad Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, SirThos.(Hartlep'l 
tickett, J. Compton 
Ritchie, Rt. tay oe 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
tobson, William Snowdon 
Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 

tutherford, John 

tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Sinelair, Capt. Jolin (Forfarsh. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


NOES. 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A:(Q’n’sC) 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Gihee, Richard 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 
Parnell, John Howard 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Strachey, Edward 

Straus, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 
Tennant, Harold J »hn 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan E. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner,Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Engene 

Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos’ ph Powell-(Birm. 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Frederick W (Norfolk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, ht. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Woodhouse,SirJ Ti Hu tdersfd 
Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvil, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerbureh, Robe: t Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
edmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Brvn (Eifion) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westineatl) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tully, Jasper 

Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


It being after midnight, the Chairman | Bill coming on, and it might be possible 
left the Chair to make his Report to the to put this Bill down when there s some 
likelihood of it being reached. 


House. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again to-morrow. 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am anxious 
| to meet the views of the hon. Gentleman, 
| but, as he is aware, it is extremely diffi- 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, , cult to make correct prophecies as to Par- 
Scotland) : I desire to make an appeal to liamentary weather. I will do my best 
the Government not to put down on the | to meet the hon. Gentleman’s desire. 
Orders any Bills of which there is no' RIFLE RANGES CLOSED IN EASTERN 


prospect or chance of them coming on. 
There is the Companies Bill, in which , 
many Members are intere~ted. 


DISTRICT. 


} Return presented, relative thereto [ Ad- 
I think | dress 15th February ; Mr. Poweil-Williams] ; 


it is very hard to keep us here until after | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


midnight when there is no chance of that 


[No. 59.] 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Fwelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 16th February, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | 


ing Bilis have been complied with— 


Army and Navy Investment Trust | 


[H.L. ]. 


Westgate and _ Birchington Water 


[H.L. ]. 
Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) [H.L.]. 
Cleethorpes Gas [H.L. ]. 


Commercial Union Assurance Com- 


pany [H.L.]. 
Exmouth and District Water [H.L.]. 
Fishguard Water and Gas [H.L. ]. 
Governments Stock and Other Secu- 
rities Investment Company [H.L.]. 
Kingston-upon-Thames Gas [H.L. ]. 


London, Brighton, and South Coast | 


Railway (HL .]. 
London Sea Water Supply [H.L. ]. 
Margate Pier and Harbour [H.L. ]. 
New Russia Company [H.L.]. 
Rhymney Iron Company [H.L.]. 
Universal Life Assurance Society need 


The same were ordered to lie on the | 
Table. 


MARYPORT HARBOUR BILL [H.1.]. 


NATIONAL MARKETS AND STORES 
AND WORKSHOPS BILL [H.1. ]. 


Presented, and read 1%. 


CORK ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL 
[H.L. }. 


GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.L.] 


Presented ; read 1*; and referred to 
the Examiners. 


EXMOUTH URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL. [H.L.]. 


To be read 2¢ on Tuesday next. 
VOL. LXXIX. [FourTH SErIEs.] 


| 
| 


| BIRMINGHAM (KING EDWARD THE 


SIXTH) SCHOOLS BILL [u.1.]. 
To be read 2% on Tuesday the 27th 


instant. 


ASTON MANOR TRAMWAYS BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
_BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION (STOCK) 
BILL [H.L.]. 
BURNLEY CORPORATION BILL 
(H.L. ]. 


BURY AND DISTRICT WATER 
(TRANSFER) BILL [H.1.]. 


CHURCH’S PATENT BILL [H.L.]. 
DUNDEE HARBOUR BILL [H.L.]. 
EAST SHROPSHIRE WATER BILL 


[H.L. ]. 

EAST STIRLINGSHIRE WATER BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

EDINBURGH CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


EDINBURGH DISTRICT LUNACY 
BOARD BILL [H.L.]. 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT WATER BILL 


[H.L. } 
FALKIRK CORPORATION BILL [H.L.}. 


| HEMEL HEMPSTEAD CORPORATION 


(WATER) BILL [4.1]. 


| HIGHAM FERRARS WATER BILL [4.1.]. 


| 
| 
| 


IPSWICH CORPORATION TRAMWAYS. 


BILL [H.1.]. 


KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES CORPORA- 


TION BILL [H.1.]. 


LANCASHIRE INEBRIATES ACTS 
BOARD BILL [H.1.]. 


| “LINC OLN CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS) 


| 


BILL [H.L.]. 


| MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 


| 





WAYS BILL [H.L.]. 


MARGATE CORPORATION BILL [H.1.]. 
MENSTONE WATER (TRANSFER) BILL 


[H.L.]. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD BILL [H.1.]. 


MORLEY CORPORATION BILL [u.1.]. 
MOTHERWELL AND BELLSHILL RAIL- 


WAY BILL [#.1.]. 
MOTHERWELL WATER BILL [1.1]. 


MOUNTAIN ASH WATER BILL [1.1.]. 
NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL [#.1.1. 


Read 2¢. 
G 
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NEWTOWN AND LLANLLWCHAIARN | 
URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL [H.L.]. 


OTLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL | 
WATER BILL [H.L.]. 


PAIGNION URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H.L.]. 


PRESTON CORPORATION BILL [H..}. 


RAMSGATE CORPORATION [MPROVE- 
MENTS BILL [H.1.}. 


ROTHERHAM CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


ROTHERHITHE AND RATCLIFF 
TUNNEL BILL [#1]. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [H.1.}. 
SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [H..}. 
SOUTHAMPTON HARBOUR BILL [#.L. ], 


SOUTH ESSEX WATER BOARD BILL 
[u.L. ]. 


SUNDERLAND CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [H.1.]. 


Read 2¢ 


LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL [H.L.}. 


A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Ac:, 
1892, to increase the number of magis- 
trates in the burgh of Leith — was 
presented by the Lord Balfour ; read 1¢; 
to he printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 12.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETU. 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON ACT, 1898. 

Statutes made for the University of 
London by the Commissioners appointed 
under the Act; laid before the House 
{pursuant to Act), and to be printed. 
(No. 11.) 


RAILWAY PASSENGER COMMUNICA. 
TION. 

Circular from the Board of Trade to 
the railway companies of the United 
Kingdom, and correspondence relating 
thereto; presented (by command), and 
ordered to lie on the ‘Table. 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1877. (COMPENSA- 
TION ALLOWANCES). 

Treasury Minute, dated 10th February 
1900, awarding to Mr. Mark Perrin, 
Registrar of Judgments in Ireland, 
whose office has been consolidated with 
the Record and Writ Office by order of 
the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, a com- 
pensation allowance under the Act. 


CERTIFIED INEBRIATE REFORMA- 
TORIES (REGULATIONS FOR 


MANAGEMENT). 

Regulations made with the approval of 
the Secretary of State for the Home D>» 
partment for the management and disci- 
pline of the St. Joseph’s Certified In- 
ebriate Reformatory at Ashford, in the 
county of Middlesex. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —NEWS FROM 
THE FRONT. 

THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, seeing the noble Marquess the 
Secretary of State for War in his place, 
I should like to ask him whether the 
Government have received any news as 
to whether the Boers are still at Magers- 
fontein ; and also whether they have any 
news as to the position of our forces at 
Rensburg. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
My Lords, we have received no news, 
except the telegram which was published 
this morning announcing General French’s 
arrival at Kimberley. 


THE PATRIOTIC FUND—APPLICATION 
IN THE PRESENT WAR. 

*THeE Eart or NORTHBROOK: My 
Lords, | rise to ask Earl Nelson, chair- 
man of the executive committee of the 
Patriotic Fund, whether he can state to 
the House if there are any sums now 
standing to the credit of the old funds 
which can be applied to the war in South 
Africa; and what arrangements have 
been made by the Commissioners for the 
relief of the widows and orphans of the 
soldiers and sailors, and of the Yeomanry 
and home and colonial Volunteers, who 
_may lose their lives in South Africa. I 
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ships for putting a question to a 
private Member, but I hope the 
fact that my question is pat at the 
express request of Earl Nelson will 
be a sufficient excuse for asking it. I 
believe that Earl Nelsom desires to give 
some explanation in respect to certain 
attacks which have appeared in the news- 
papers and elsewhere with regard to the 
procedure of the Royal Patriotie Fund. 
[ will make no observation with regard to 
my first question, because I feel quite 
incapable of going inte the history of the 
fund ; but, with regard to the second 
question, I should like to make a few 
remarks. In.common with most of your 
Lordships, I noticed an attack made on 
ithe Royal Commissioners in the columns 
of the Morning Post in connection with 
the case of a lady who had applied 
to them. Being a subscriber to the 
fund, I .asked the secretary to be 
kind enough to inform me whether the 
statements which were made in the 
newspaper to which I have alluded were 
correct or otherwise, and my noble friend 
Lord Chelmsford, who had been assisting 
in the secretarial work of the Commission, 
gave me a full account of the case in 
question. It appeared that the executive 
committee were not aware that the 
lady was the widow of one of our 
gallant colonial Volunteers who, unfor- 
tunately, lost his life in the course of the 
war in South Africa. If they had been 
aware of that fact the circular which was 
complained of in the JJorning Post would 
mot have been sent to her. It seemed 
to me that that was a_ sufficient 
explanation of that particular case. 
As to the form iseued to applicants by 
the executive committee, in the case of 
widows of soldiers and sailers who lose 
their lives in South Africa I venture to 
think that it is desirable that the 
‘executive committee should consider 
whether some modifieations cannot be 
made in it. The form to which I 
itake exception is a form upon yellow 
paper which the widow has to take 
to the local post office, where she 
receives a certificate that she is alive. 
‘Some such certificate is, of course, 
absolutely necessary for tke distribu- 
tion of the fund and cannot be ob- 
jected to, but attached to the 


bottom of the same form is a request 
for all sorts of information respecting the 
‘condition.and so on of the widow. It 
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owe some apology to your Lord-' 


has been explained to me that it was not 
intended that this form should be 
filled up at the post office, but I fully 
believe that nine out of every ten persons 
looking at the form would imagine that 
the whole of it had to be filled up at 
the post office, and anyone who knows 
anything of the working classes of this 
country knows how they object to making 
any statement of their circumstances at 
their own village post office. In my own 
neighbourhood they even go to a post office 
far away from their village in order to 
invest their savings, so as to prevent the 
knowledge of their circumstances being 
in the hands of their neighbours. There- 
fore, I think it is very desirable, in 
order to prevent misapprehension, that 
this form should be quite apart and dis- 
tinct from that which has to be filled up 
at the post office in order to show the 
Commissioners that the widow who re- 
ceives the allowance is alive. I would 
point out to your Lordships that old 
forms in a matter of this kind are hardly 
applicable at the present day. There has 
been a great improvement of late years 
in our soldiers and sailors, and their 
families are in a very different position 
now to what they were forty years ago 
when this fund was first instituted. 
With regard to the widows of men serving 
in the Yeomanry and Volunteers, I would 
suggest to the Executive Committee of the 
Patriotic Fund that they should be dealt 
with, if possible, through the county com- 
mittees, which have been established all 
over England for the purpose of assisting 


_the Yeomanry and Volunteers who have 


gone to the front. In my own county 
the committee have insured the lives of 
the Volunteers and Yeomanry, and 
the secretary of the committee will 
be perfectly able to obtain for the 
Patriotic Commissioners every informa- 
tion respecting the circumstances of the 
widows when any casualty occurs in those 
two forces. In connection with the 
Colonial Volunteers, I apprehend that 
some arrangement will he made for 
communicating with the Agents-General of 
the different colonies, as in most of the 
colonies funds have already been raised. 
Overlapping would thus be avoided. Then 
with regard to the general way of dealing 
with soldiers’ and sailors’ widows, I should 
think the Committee of the Patriotic Fund 
Commissioners might with perfect safety 
make their inquiries through the Soldiers’ 
and Sailors’ Families Association. In my 


G 2 
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county there is a complete organisation, 
in every petty sessional division, managed 
by ladies, and these ladies can be relied 
upon to give the Commissioners every 
information respecting the widows of any 
soldier or sailor residing in the county. 
There is no necessity, so far as I can see, 
for continuing the practice which I believe 
is adopted now of immediately sending, on 
receipt of the account of the deat of a 
soldier or sailor, a lump sum of money to 
the widow without any inquiry what- 
ever. If that sum of money were sent 
to the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Families 
Association those ladies who are managing 
it would take care that the money was 
not squandered: It is quite possible that 
when a widow gets a considerable sum 
given her in one lump the money is not 
economically spent. I think some more 
elastic plan than that now carried out by 
the Executive Committee might be more 
applicable to present circumstances. I 
should have spoken with more con- 
fidence on this matter if I had not 
seen a letter in Zhe Times this morning 
criticising the management of the Soldiers: 
and Sailors’ Families Association in 
the Metropolis. I cannot speak to 
that, I can only speak for my own 


county, where it is properly organised, 
and | do not see why the Com- 


missioners should not deal with 
the Association in places where 
the organisation is good. In making 
these observations I hope your Lordships 
will not suppose that 1 am desirous of 
throwing any blame on the Patriotic Fund 
Commissioners or the Executive Com- 
mittee. There are on the Commission 
and Executive Committee many friends 
of my own, including my noble friend the 
Chairman of Committees in this House, 
and several Naval and Military officers, 
who are as good men of business as I 
ever came across, and I have not the 
slightest doubt that if they put their 
minds to this matter they will be able 
to devise some scheme that would 
be generally satisfactory. I do not 
look upon the widows of _ soldiers 
and sailors who lose their _ lives 
in the service of the country as paupers, 
and I do not think they ought to be 
treated as such. They have a right to 
assistance from the Royal Patriotic Fund, 


and every consideration ought. to. be | 
o 


shown to them—not only to their cireum- 
stances, but also to their feelings. With 


these few remarks I beg to ask the ques- 


The Earl of Northbrook: 
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tion of my noble friend of which: I have: 
given notice. 


Earu. NELSON : My Lords, I am glad 
of the opportunity given me by the ques- 
tion which has been so kindly put by my 
noble friend..Lord Northbrook, of answer- 
ing some: of the statements which have 
been made against the Commissioners of 
the Royal Patriotic Fund. I hope your 
Lordships will bear with me, because 
at the present moment I represent 
what I suppose is one of the most heartily 
abused bodies which exist in the United 
Kingdom. Many accusers seem to have 
risen. up against us, all of whom suggest 
certain very familiar proverbs. One pro- 
verbis, “Any stick will do to beat a dog ” ; 
another is, “Give a dog a bad name, and 
you may as well hang him ” ; and a third 
is, “If yon throw enough mud, some of it 
is sure to stick.” In the remarks I am 
about to make—and I will be as short as 
I can—I hope to remove some of that 
mud. I was not going to mention the 
lady’s name, but one case —the one referred 
toby the noble Earl—has causeda great deal 
of the present outburst against us. The: 
story is a very simple one. The widow 
of a private trooper in the Light Horse 
lost her husband at Ladysmith. In the 
first letter she wrote to the Commis- 
sioners, it is perfectly true, she wrote to 
the Secretary and stated that she had 
received a very kind present from the 
Morning Post of £50, but she went on to 
say that since September her husband 
had sent her nothing, that she was in bad 
circumstances, and had been unable to 
pay the cost of her lodging and board and. 
other necessities. I do not think that 
our Assistant Secretary can be blamed for 
treating the case as that of a common 
soldier's widow, and sending her at once 
£5 for herself and £1 for her child, and 
promising, on her filling up a form. which. 
was enclosed, that she would have 6s..a 
week during her widowhood. She re- 
ceived the money and sent it back again, 
saying the Commissioners had offended 
her, that she was not so badly off, and that: 
she certainly could not take money under 
those conditions. All I can say is that 
neither the secretary nor the executive: 
committee had the slightest intention of 
giving her any insult, and if we had 
known that she was the: widow of one of 
thecolonial Volunteers we shouldcertainly 
have taken a different course, because we 
had already been. thinking, that such. cases. 
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had 
for 


before us. We 
interviewed the Agents - General 
Natal and the Cape, and were 
merely awaiting telegrams from 
South Africa which they had sent o't to 
know what action we had better take in 
respect of the Volunteers at the Cape. 
Now, my Lords, with regard to the form, 
it is as Lord Northbrook described it. | 
have a copy of it here—the yellow form. 
Of course, having received a Post Office 
Order, the widow is obliged to state, before 
the postmistress that she is a widow, and 
the widow of the man whom she repre- 
sents to be her nusband, and then she 
receives the money. As Lord North- 
brook has told you, there is also below a 
list of questions which we are obliged to 
ask as to age, children, and earnings of 
the family. Lord Northbrook, like 
others, was himself taken in, and 
seemed to think, as well as some 
people who have been writing of us in 
the newspapers, that the Executive Com- 
mittee demanded that the widow should 
actually answer these questions before 
the post mistress of the parish. That is 
not the case. Those statements are to 
he made by her to a medical man, or a 
minister of religion, or an officer, who 


might come 


will help the applicant to make the state- 
ment correctly and witness her signature. 
There is as little publicity, therefore, as 


possible. There was one other matter 
referred to in reference to this form. The 
form consists of one piece of paper, and 
folds up. On the back of it, for the 
assistance of uneducated widows, as many 
of them are, appears the address of 
the secretary of the Patriotic Fund, 
and the form is also stamped with 
a halfpenny stamp. Having put a half- 
penny stamp on the form we thought it 
necessary to say, to prevent our being 
charged double postage, ‘ This must not 
be sealed.” It is now stated that we give 
a peremptory order that all the state- 
ments applicants make about their life 
should be made public. Immediately we 
found that was the case the Executive 
Committee had this direction struck off 
the form, and I am happy to say that we 
have a Sub-Committee who are at present 
carefully considering the question. I do 
not think, myself, that we can very much 
modify the form ; but the suggestion of 
separating the receipt from the form is, 


perhaps, a good one, and it might be | 


possible to adopt it and put a flap over 
the form so that it may be sealed down. 
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However that may be, I can assure your 
Lordships that the Executive Committee 
are as anxious as anybody to avoid all 
harshness or discourtesy, whether to the 
widow of a private or the widow of a 
Volunteer. There was one statement 
made by my noble friend which, in one 
sense, I am prepared to accept, and in 
another sense I cannot accept. He said, 
“Widows have a right.” Now in one 
sense I accept that. If they require 
assistance they have a right to it, 
but we have always maintained from 
the very first that the money which 
is entrusted to us, and is often the 
outcome of much self-denial in those 
who give it, must not be wrongfully dis- 
tributed. Therefore it is necessary to 
lay down lines of procedure, and to find 
out what private means an applicant has 

whether she is the widow of an officer 
or a private. That is the cause of a great 
deal of friction and of many of the attacks 
upon us. Inthe Jorning Post there was 
a letter from a gentleman, whom I 
answered, about a Mrs. G., a major’s 
widow, who had at one time received an 
allowance from the Patriotic Fund. At 
last she made a report that she had come 
into £100 a year or more, which with 
her other means put her outside the limit, 
which is £219, of the Patriotic Fund. 
She had more than that sum, and there- 
fore we were obliged to discontinue pay- 
ment. We mightalter the rule and make 
the limit higher, but the same thing 
obtains in the case of the widows of 
soldiers. If from private sources they 
are receiving a large sum we generally 
give them a small allowance so as to keep 
their names on the books, and, if they 
lose the good situations they are in, we 
put them on again to the full allow- 
ance. That is the line upon which we 
have acted. With regard to the second 
question, namely, what arrangements have 
been made by the Commissioners for the 
relief of the widows and orphans of the 
soldiers and sailors and of the Yeomanry 
and home and colonial Volunteers who 
may lose their lives in South Africa, | 
would point out that it was stated by 
Mr. Wyndham, at a meeting called by 
the Lord Mayor, that it was expected 
that some difficulty would arise in con- 
nection with Volunteers at the Cape, 
because while the Australians and Cana- 
dians are serving at exactly the same 
rates as our own soldiers at the 
in Natal they are receiving 
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5s. a day instead of 5s. or 6s. a week. 
Therefore it was obvious there must be 
some alteration, and it was proposed that 
a certain sum in those cases should be 
paid down. We consulted the Agents 
General of the two colonies. The Agent 
General of the Cape was satisfied with 
the proposal we put before him of £50 
down, but the Agent General of Natal 
thought it would not be sufficient, and 
the reason very soon became obvious. I 
am happy to know that the Cape Govern- 
ment have promised pensions to the 
widows, and | believe the same thing is 
going to be done in Canada ; but in Natal, 
which is a poorer colony, and has suffered 
much by the war, | suppose that cannot 
be expected. At all events, as soon as 
we hear from the Cape we shall deal with 
any of these cases which may come up in 
the most generous way we can, and in such 
a way as not to hurt the susceptibilities of 
the applicants. The same thing will happen 
with our own Volunteers. A great many of 
them may leave well-to-do widows, and 
it might be an insult to offer 5s. or 6s. a 
week in these cases. Therefore I think 
we should give them the option of a 
weekly sum or a donation down. We 
shall also be most pleased to adopt the 


suggestion to consult the Agents General 


of the Colonies in the case of colonial 
Volunteers, and the county committees in 
the case of Volunteers at home. Another 
suggestion made by my noble friend Lord 
Northbrook was that we should avail our- 
selves of Colonel Gildea’s committees. 
They are very valuable committees, but we 
have committees also at Portsmouth and 
Devonport, and, in fact, in all the counties 
where there are military or naval stations. 
We should he very pleased to have any 
help, and there is no reason why some of 
the ladies should not serve on our com- 
mittees as well. I feel there is quite 
enough work in connection with the 
widows and orphans, the sick and 
wounded, and sailors’ families to have 
three distinct departments. I do not 
think there is any danger of overlapping, 
because those who are looking after the 
wives and families left at home would 
immediately let us know if the husband 
was unhappily killed, and we should put 
the widow on our list. Inthe same way, 
if a wounded soldier died of his 
wounds his widow would immediately 
be put on our list. I have been 
asked what arrangements have been made 
by the Commissioners for carrying out 


Earl Nelson. 
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this work. There exists a certain amount 
of jealousy of the Patriotic Fund, and an 
idea prevails that we are wrongly using 
the money. Certain local subscriptions 
have been raised, and committees in the 
localities want to have the management 
of them. I do not think there is any 
necessity to overlaphere. We had a case 
the other day from Oldham, and the local 
committee boasted that they had got 
£7,000, and that they were going 
to deal with all the cases of 
widows and orphans in the neigh- 
bourhood of Oldham. In the case 
of one widow we did not grant anything 
because the Oldham Committee were 
going to make her a grant. But the 
Commissioners took care to place her 
name on their books, and indicated that 
when the £7,000 was exhausted they 
would give her a permanent allowance. [ 
believe the same thing has been done in 
Liverpool. We have been in correspon- 
dence with the Provosts of Edinburgh 
and Glasgow, who wanted to know on 
what terms we would administer funds 
raised locally if they were handed over to 
us. I have had a most satisfactory letter 
from them accepting the lines of policy laid 
down by the Commissioners. The con- 
ditions laid down were that the money 
raised for the relief of widows or orphans 
and other dependents of officers and men 
who may lose their lives in the present 
war will be applied in its entirety, on the 
simple basis of using it for those for whom 
it is raised ; that it will not be capitalised 
or the relief limited to the interest on 
capital ; that all sufferers who fall under 
the above category, or persons entitled to 
relief, will be dealt with according to the 
circumstances of the case, irrespective of 
the regiment, branch of the service, or 
nationality to which the soldier or sailor 
through whom the claim arises may 
belong ; that the widows will have to 
produce their marriage certificates, and 
information may be asked as to private 
means, and not only widows but depen- 
dent relatives of those losing their lives 
in the war will be entitled to relief on 
showing that they were regularly sup- 
ported by the deceased ; and, lastly, that 
the executive committee of the Patriotic 
Fund will avail themselves of the assist- 
ance of local committees in procuring 
information, and, if thought desirable, in 
distributing the relief. Now I come 
to the next question which my noble 
friend asked me—namely, “ What funds 
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are available from the old fund for the 


Catholic children can be supported in 
Roman Catholic schools, and there are 


nominations for officers’ children to Wel- | 


lington College and the like. These are 
perpetual, and as soon as vacancies occur 


they are available. Already we have in | 


our Victoria Asylum at Wandsworth 


several orphan children from the Trans- | 


vaal. There are also other funds we have 
to administer, which in one sense are avail- 


able. These are the Zervudachi Fund, the | 
Rodriguez Fund, the Royal Naval Relief | 


Fund, and the Soldiers’ Effects Fund. 


These are perpetual funds of which the | 


interest alone can be dealt with. But the 
Zervudachi Fund and the Rodriguez 
Fund are now very full. The Royal 
Navy Relief Fund is a very small fund, 


but lately, under the order of our Com- | 


mission of 1881, funds have been ordered 
to be paid over which will enable us to help 
more sailors and to raise the very small 
allowance of 3s. 6d. in the lower ranks 
to 5s. With regard to the Soldiers’ 
Effects Fund, abuse has been poured on 
us in consequence of our not touching 


the capital and not utilising to the full, 


the large income, which at present is 
£4,000 a year. As a matter of fact 
we have not filled the fund to 
the full, simply because we have not had 
the cases sent to us to enable us_ to 


do so. That fund has only accumulated by | 


degrees. The War Office have paid over 
sometimes £5,000 a year, sometimes more, 
but it will be less as it goes on, and there 
is no chance of a permanent increase of 
the fund, or a large increase of the fund, 
because it came from the deferred pay 
and the sale of the effects of soldiers. 


Where we were not able to find out the | 
parent the money was obliged to be. 
| children were treated there, and from the 


capitalised, because any of it might be 


demanded at any time if the parents could | 
| girls’ school and the boys’ school. But at 
fund. In a letter which I sent to 7he | 


be discovered. It is, moreover, a soldier’s 


Times, | threw off all the responsibility of 


the miserable 3s. 6d. allowance upon the | 
| protracted, and that the money was sub- 


War Oftice ; but I must apologise to the 
War Office for having done so. I now 
find that we are responsible for it. 
When the fund was first handed 
over to us the War __ Office 
asked what allowance ought to be pro- 
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| vided. We then had the Royal Naval 
use of those suffering in the Transvaal | 
War?” I am sorry to say there are none | 
except the funds for orphan children. | 
We have endowed girls’ schools. There | 
is an endowment by which Roman, 


Relief Fund as our guide. The sum 
involved was very small, and we were 
only able to begin by giving 3s. 6d. ; and 
our answer was that the Army and Navy 
ought to be treated alike. We therefore 
thought the allowance should be 3s. 6d. ; 
but I hope that the War Office will now 
permit us to raise that allowance to 5s., 
as we have done in respect of the Royal 
Navy Relief Fund. If that is done it will 
absorb a great deal of the present un- 
occupied £4,000 a year which exists of that 
fund. I now come to the great cause of 
attack. Everybody is asking, “ What are 
you doing with your great accumulated 
funds?” I find that on December 
31, 1898—the Report for this year 
has not yet been published —- the 
total of all funds—(we have some 
eighteen funds besides the original Patrio- 
tic Fund)—was £889,867. We have sunk 
£237,332 in the endowment of schools, 
nominations to Wellington College, and 
the like. We have capital sums amount- 
ing to nearly £181,000, and there are 
a certain number of sums amounting to 
nearly £4,500 which are absolutely 
required—I shall say a word or two later 
on about them—and then there is an 
available surplus of £150,000, The Royal 
Commissioners are accused of alienating 
the funds from their original purpose. 
What business have we, it is asked, to 
take away funds from those for whom 
they were originally intended, and spend 
them in endowing schools and the like? 
Theanswer is—and probably I am the only 
member of the original Royal Commis: 
sion who is still alive and can give it-— 
that when we had first to deal with the 
funds raised from the Russian War we 
had such an overflow of children that it 


, was perfectly impossible to find boarding 


schools for them. We sent children to 
some boarding schools where the disci- 
pline was all wrong, and we got into hot 
water owing to the way in which the 


first we felt the necessity of building the 


that time we had no idea of endowing 
the schools. We believed, as everybody 
else did, that the war was likely to be 


scribed under that impression, so that when 
‘the war suddenly ceased, and actuarial 
, advice had been obtained as to the sum 
| necessary to deal with the case, we 
| thought we were justified in using the 
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surplus in endowments. That is how it | 
came about. The course we took was | 
accepted by a Royal Commission and | 
by Act of Parliament. As to the large | 
balances, they are necessary to secure 
the allowance to widows. It stands to | 
reason that, if you promise that you will 
give so much a year to a widow for her 
life or widowhood, you have to invest a 
certain sum to enable you to doit. The 
balances decrease year by year as the 
number of widows decreases. That is the 
real history of the great accumulations. 
There was a_ surplus of £4,000 
from the Zulu War Fund, and 
we paid £3,000 of it to the 
general fund for the Army. Then we 
had at the end of 1895 asum of £117,000, 
as to which we have been asked: “ Why 
did you husband that up and allow it to 
accumulate! Why did you not appro 
priate it to other purposes !” The reason 
was simply this. There were a certain 
number of Crimean widows whom we 
were obliged to refuse because they could 
not prove that their husbands’ deaths 
had been caused by disease or wounds 
received in the war, and therefore we 
thought it right and just to throw open 
this fund to every Crimean widow who 
had been married before the termination of 
the war. The old rule caused much heart- 
burning and abuse, but under the new 
arrangement there was still more heart- 
burning and more abuse. It was thought 
that the widows who would become 
eligible for relief under it would be about 
600, but, unfortunately, they jumped up 
to about 1,300. It was only possible to 
assist 500, so that there were about 800 
unprovided for. It has been said that 
we are keeping these unhappy widows 
out of their rightful heritage. It is quite 
untrue to say that this was their rightful 
heritage. The sum had never been 
raised for them at all, but it was 
recognised that the door had _ been 
opened to them, and we are doing all we 
can to meet their case. At the last 
meeting of the Royal Commissioners we 
decided to submit the matter to an 
actuary to find out how far the remainder 
of these widows could be assisted, 
although this step will have the effect of 
eating up all the funds, which, I am 
afraid, will not go even far enough. I 
am sorry to have taken up so much of 
your Lordships’ time, but before sitting 
down I should like to explain our mode 
of work. Our mode of work is illustrated | 
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by the manner in which we dealt with the 
Zulu War Fund. I mention this fund 
because a gentleman in another place 
pitched into us for the manner in which 
we dealt with it. The Zulu War Fund 
was a very small fund, and the actuary 
advised that in the lower ranks an allow- 
ance of 3s. 6d. a week only could be 
made to widows until their remarriage. 
This fund was examined by the actuary 
every three years, and it was found at the 
end of the first three years that so many 
of the widows had remarried that there 
was a surplus. We immediately raised 
the allowance of the remaining widows 
to 6s. a week, and as more of the widows 
remarried it was found possible to renew 
the allowance to women who had been 
rewidowed. Out of fifty all but three 
were traced. We still found there 
was a_ balance, and we _ paid it 
over—we were blamed by a_ gen- 
tleman in the other House who moved 
an Amendment to the Address for 
having paid it over—to a general fund 
for the purpose of another war. [ think 
I have given a complete answer to the 
accusations made against us. It has been 
said that we have dealt only with the 
interest of our funds, and have hoarded 
the capital, and that the original sufferers 
have in this way been defrauded. There 
is a complete answer to that charge in 
the eighteenth Report of the Commission, 
presented in July, 1880. The figures 
would be much better if I had them up 
to date, but I find that to the original 
£1,500,000 which was entrusted to ourcare 
and trusteeship there had been added, by 
dividends, interest, annuities, and changed 
investments, a sum of £1,502,000, and 
there had been given to the Russian 
war widows up to that time—1875— 
£1,518,000, or £18,000 more than the 
original sum, so that all the endowments 
and expenses of management and all the 
pensions have been met without encroach- 
ment on the original sum. Up to date 
we have helped from the Russian War 
Fund alone 3,047 widows of privates, 
231 widows of officers, 5,168 children of 
privates, and 880 children of officers. 
As to the present war, I find that the 


| Lord Mayor has transferred to the Com- 


missioners £250,000, and of this we 
have expended £3,000 in relief. Imme- 
diate relief has been given to 319 widows 
and 315 children in anticipation of being 


' placed on the fund, and 170 widows have 


since been granted weekly allowances, 
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which have been paidinadvance upto March 
31st. Thirty-three dependent relatives 


have been granted donations ; and three | 


officers’ widows and one dependent rela- 
tive have been given assistance. We have 
heen asked to state what we have done in 
order that it may be compared with the 
grants from other funds. We are bound 
to be guided in our grants by consider- 
ation of what the total claims on the fund 
may be. Before we squander our funds 
we must know how many widows we will 
have to deal with. Then we can try to 
make arrangements which wiil ensure the 
widows support for the rest of their lives 
and promise them greater benefits in old 
age. I am very much obliged to your 
Lordships for the kind way in which you 
have listened to what I am afraid has 
been a very tedious statement ; but 
knowing the way in which we have been 
attacked, I am sure the House will not 
grudge the time I have occupied in ex- 
plaining the position and endeavouring 


to wipe off some of the mud 
which has been thrown upon us. 
*THE Duke or CAMBRIDGE: My 


Lords, as chairman of the Royal Patriotic 
Fund, I wish to add a few words to what 
has fallen from my noble friend, who has 
given a very detailed account of our pro- 
ceedings. I can assure your Lordships 
that, far from wishing to hoard money, 
the Commissioners have been desirous of 
spending it in the most proper and 
systematic manner. It is very easy to 
throw away money; but it is a very 
ditterent thing to spend it in such a 
manner as to give the greatest amount of 
relief, not only at the moment, but in the 
future. That has been the object of 
every member of the Royal Patriotic 
Fund Commission. Those members only 
meet when it is necessary to support the 
executive committee, who carry out the 
work from day to day, and their duties 
have been so fully explained by the noble 
Karl that I need not further enlarge 
upon them. I hope your Lordships will 
understand that there is but one object 
which the Patriotic Fund Commission, 
from myself and every member of 
it downwards, has at heart, which is to 
enable the liberal and generous amount 
which is subscribed by the public to go 
to the fullest extent which it can in 
relief, but on reasonable and judicious 
principles. We are in communication 
constantly with the War Oftice—and, in 





{16 Fepruary 1900} 





Fund. 210 
fact, more or less we act under the direc- 
tion of the War Office—and we are also 
in communication with other departments 
of the State. We are not able to do 
things offhand without any consideration. 
Of course, these subscriptions that are got 
up under peculiar circumstances have no 
sort of further control than the momen- 
tary impulse of the public and the sub- 
scribersthemselves. Weare obliged to look 
to the future as well as to the present, and 
we have endeavoured to do so. I hope it 
will be found the more this question is 
gone into that the attacks made on the 
Commissioners are unreasonable and 
most unjust. They may produce more 
money for the special subscriptions which 
have certainly been raised, and which, of 
course, have greater attraction for the 
public ; but we do not look for attraction. 


We look for real advantage—per- 
manent advantage and usetul ad- 


vantage—and that is the object with 
which Her Majesty’s Government origin- 
ally, [ believe, introduced the Patriotic 
Fund Commission ; and I firmly believe 
the more this question is gone into as to 
the principles upon which we are acting 
the more it will be found that we have 
acted not on any irregular or unjustifiable 
principles, but on common sense principles. 
This is only, my Lords, what every indi- 
dual who undertakes such tasks would 
have done his best to accomplish had it 
been left entirely in his own hands. [ 
thought it right to add these few words 
to the full explanation which has been 
given by the chairman of the executive 
committee, who, with the other Com- 
missioners, exerts himself to the fullest 


extent to do the best even under very 
diftieult circumstances. 
Ear GARRINGTON: There was 


one statement made by the noble Earl 
which, if I understood it rightly, will 


give very great satisfaction. I should 
like an answer “Yes” or “No” to the 


following question—Do I understand the 
noble Earl to say that if ladies who are 
working different districts of the Soldiers’ 
and Sailors’ Families Association in 
different parts of the country send in 
authentic cases of widows who require 
relief, those cases will be put on the list 
of the Patriotic Fund? I need hardly 
remind the noble Karl that the Associa- 
tion works for the wives and families of 
soldiers and sailors, and not for their 
widows ; but it would be very satisfactory 
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if it could be distinctly understood that 
if authentic cases are sent in from the 
different districts, and confirmed by the 
War Office, they will be put on the list 
of the Patriotic Fund. 


Eart NELSON: I have no hesitation, 
my Lords, in saying that they will be, 
and I will go further and say to these 
committees that the Commissioners will 
he only too happy to welcome their 
assistance. 


Viscount KNUTSFORD: A great 
deal has been said in the very interesting 
statement of the noble Earl, confirmed as 
it has been by His Royal Highness, as to 
future widows, but I confess [ have a 
feeling for the Crimean widows. I should 
like to know, and I ask the question with 
the most friendly feeling, if the statement 
is true-—and I gather that it is true from 
a letter from the secretary of one of 
the local committees of the Patriotic 
Fund—that there are still many Crimean 
widows unprovided for. I understand 
also from the noble Earl’s statement, that 
there is still a fund of £4,000 annually 
available. If so, I should like to know 
whether that fund is going to be expended 
in the relief of these widows, or whether 
it is going to be distributed amongst the 
widows of the Transvaal War. 


Eart NELSON: It is curious how 
(lifficult it is to make people understand. 
The £4,000 referred to is the interest on 
the money which stands to the credit of 
the Soldiers’ Effects Fund, and, therefore, 
cannot be touched by any general funds 
including sailors as well as soldiers. It 
would be, I venture to say, a pity if that 
£4,000 was alienated from the soldiers’ 
widows who are now applying for it 
every day. I have great hopes myself 
that we shall have sufficient funds to deal 
with the Transvaal widows, and I am 
perfectly certain that if we can only 
restore confidence in the Patriotic Fund 
Commissioners we need only make an 
appeal to the generous public to obtain 
sutficient money. I believe that there 
has just been placed on the Fund the last 
of the original Crimean widows, and they 
are all now provided for. But when we 
opened the door to every widow whose 
husband had served in the Russian War, 
and who had married before peace was 
signed, we found that there were still 890 
widows outstanding. At present the fund 
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does not appear sufficient to deal with 
all of them, but we propose to lay the 
matter before an actuary. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
The War Office, I need not say, is largely 
interested in the administration of the 
Patriotic Fund controlled by the Com- 
missioners, and therefore I may be per- 
mitted to say a word before this dis- 
cussion closes. I think it is idle to con- 
ceal from ourselves the faet that there 
has been a certain amount of dissatisfac- 
tion—I do not say for a moment well 
founded, but still dissatisfaction-—with the 
procedure of the Royal Commissioners 
during recent years. I have no doubt 
that the Commissioners are closely tied. 
They are in the position of trustees, and 
therefore not entirely free agents. The 
noble Earl who spoke on behalf of the 
Commissioners suggested that they had 
been accused of defrauding persons 
entitled to relief. My Lords, | never 
heard any such suggestion made. I be- 
lieve the only suggestion that-has been 
made is that the Commissioners may have 
shown themselves too tenacious occasion- 
ally of the funds which they had 
to administer. Matters have been a 
yood deal complicated quite recently 
by the manner—I will not say the unex- 
pected, but the extraordinary manner— 
in which the public has subscribed to the 
various funds for the relief of the families 
of soldiers engaged in the present war, 
and I think it is natural that the public, 
having subscribed these large sums, a part 
of which will be administered by the 
Patriotic Fund Commissioners, should be 
anxious to know a little more about the 
methods which the Commissioners follow. 
A suggestion has, I believe, been made 
that there should be an inquiry of some 
kind, certainly not a hostile inquiry, but an 
amicable discussion as to the manner in 
which these different funds are adminis- 
tered. [tis abundantly clear from the state- 
ment of the noble Ear] that their adminis- 
tration presents many very complicated 
issues, and that the subject is one that 
will bear a little examination. What I 
think the public is most anxious for is that 
in all these liberal distributions of money 
there should be no overlapping between 
one fund and another. I have no doubt 
that if the Royai Commissioners are 
approached, as I have no doubt they will 
be, ina most respectful spirit they will 
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not discourage an inquiry of the kind 
which has been suggested. 


*THE DuKE or CAMBRIDGE: I 


forgot to mention that we are actually at | 


this moment assisting those whom we 
know to be widows and orphans. ‘That, 
I think, is an important point. We give 
£5 to every widow and £1 to every child 
when we get the intimation from the War 
Office that the woman has become a 
widow and that she has children. Then 
we make our inquiry for the purpose of 
the permanent pension which it is 
intended to give. But we actually 
give, and at this moment we are giving, 
£5 and £1 respectively to 287 widows 
and 290 orphans. We have given a per- 
manent allowance to 139 widows of this 
war, and donations to thirty-one depen- 
dent relatives. We have also assisted 
three officers’ widows and one relative, so 
that it is not really a correct statement 
to say that we do not already assist to 
the best of our ability the widows and 
orphans, 


Tue Eart or MORLEY: I should 
like to say one word with regard to the 
question put by Viscount Knutsford. 
Originally the Patriotic Fund, as has 
heen stated by the noble Earl the 
chairman of the executive committee, 
wmounted to £1,500,000. That amount, 
with the accumulations, has been gradu- 
ally exhausted, and there remains of that 
fund only  sutficient, in the opinion 
ot the actuaries, to ensure that 
the Crimean widows — shall receive 
their allowances while they _ live. 
It will be seen that the Patriotic Fund 
has to be dealt with in quite a different 
way from a fund which has no permanent 
claim upon it. A Supplementary Com- 
mission was appointed in 1897, and the 
surplus, which amounted to £136,000, 
was placed into a different fund called the 
Patriotic General Fund. That fund was 
extended to cover the cases of those 
widows of soldiers and sailors who married 
before the end of the Crimean War, and 
whose husbands had subsequently died. 
When that fund began to be administered 
it was caleulated that a far smaller 
number of widows of such men existed 
than has actually proved to be case. On 
investigation it was found that there were 
something like 1,300 or 1,400 widows, 
and the fund, even in its present state, is 


not calculated to be sufficient to deal with | 


all those cases. I understand that 500 
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‘cases have been actually dealt with, and 
that allowances on the ordinary Patriotic 
scale have been given. 


Eart NELSON: We have not been 
able to come up to the Patriotic scale. 


THE EArt or MORLEY: At the last 
meeting of the Commissioners it was 
decided to refer to an actuary to ascer- 
tain how far this £136,000, exhausting 
the capital as well as the interest, will 
enable us to deal with the cases of these 
widows. The noble Lord will at once 
see that we are limited by our means, 
and cannot go beyond them. The 
actuary will tell us how far we can go 
beyond what has been done at present to 
relieve all the Crimean widows. 


Lorp RAGLAN: Do I understand 
that the widows and orphans of officers 
and men of the embodied Militia serving 
in South Africa will benefit from the 
fund equally with the other branches of 
the service ! 

Eart NELSON: If the widows of 
Volunteers who have gone out share, I 
should think those of the Militia would 
share too. 


Lorp CHELMSFORD: They will un- 
doubtedly share. We have given a dis- 
tinct promise that the widows of all 
soldiers, whether our own or colonial, 
shall receive the benefit of the funds 
which have been subscribed. 


ISOLATION HOSPITALS (AMENDMENT) 
BILL [H.L.}. 

Committee (according  to- 
Bill reported without amend- 

Standing Committee negatived ; 

and Bill to be read 3% on Tuesday next. 


House in 
order). 


ment. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Six of the clock to 
Monday next, a quarter before 
Eleven of the clock. 


COMMONS. 
‘ebruary, 1900. 


QUEEN’S SPEECH (ANSWER TO 
ADDRESS). 

The Treasurer of the Household re- 
ported Her Majesty’s Answer to the 
Address, as followeth :— 

I have received with great satisfaction 
| the loyal and dutiful expression of your 


HOUSE OF 
Friday, 16th 
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thanks for the Speech with which I have 
opened the present Session of Parlia- 
ment. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
namely :— 


Bedford Gas Bill. 

East London Water Bill. 

Gas Light and Coke Company Bill. 

Grantham Gas Bill. 

Great Eastern Railway Bill. 

Hartlepool Gas and Water Bill. 

Lambeth Water Bill. 

London and South-Western Railway 
Bill. 

North Metropolitan Railway and Canal 
Company Bill. 

North Warwickshire Water Bill. 

Ossett Gas Bill. 

Redhill Gas Bill. 

St. Albans Water Bill. 

South Metropolitan Gas Bill. 

Southport Water Bill. 

Wetherby District Water Bill. 


Ordered, that the Bills be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
63 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 63 has been complied with, 
namely :— 


Charing Cross and Strand Electricity 
Supply Bill. 

Colonial Bank Bill. 

County of London and Brush Pro- 
vincial Electric Lighting Bill. 

Rugeley Gas Bill. 


Ordered, that the Bills be read a second 
time. 
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lie upon the Table. 
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PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 

case of the Petition for the following 

Bill, the Standing Orders have not been 

complied with namely :— 


St. David’s Railway (Abandonment) 


Bill. 


Ordered, that the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 


Orders. 


LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 2) 
SILL. 

“To enable the London County Council 
to work their Tramways by electrical 
power ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time; to be read a second time. 


ST. DAVID’ RAILWAY (ABANDON: 
MENT). 


Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 
PETITIONS. 
INEBRLIATES ACTS. 
Petition from Stockport, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition from Buckhaven, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Hertford, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Colne ; Nut- 


grove ; Whalley Range ; and Withington ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 


Petition from Hertford, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
Petition from Newburgh, in favour ; to 





to 
— 
= 


( 
Cle 
nur 
the 


Tal 


SU] 


( 
dati 
Mr. 
in I 
date 
by ¢ 
lank 
Sect 
Jud 
to I 


INE 


C 
wit 
Stat 
man 
Jose 
at A 
{by 


RA 


Ci 
Boar 
pani 
spon 
to li 


UNI 

Ci 
the | 
missi 
of Li 
upor 


[No. 


Cc 
the ¢ 
amot 
grap! 
trans 
to th 
tinua 
54, 0 

Co 
upon 
61.] 





217 


Questions. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | 


COMMITTALS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, — of Returns from 
Clerks of the Crown and Peace of the 
number of persons committed for trial in 
the year 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the | 
Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1887 (COMPENSA- 
TION ALLOWANCES). 

Copy presented,—of Treasury Minute, 
dated 10th February, 1900, awarding to 
Mr. Mark Perrin, Registrar of Judgments 
in Ireland, whose office has been consoli- 
dated with the Record and Writ Office 
by order of the Lord Chancellor of Ire- 
land, a compensation allowance under 
Section 72 of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature (Ireland) Act, 1877 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

INEBRIATE RETREATS (RULES FOR 

MANAGEMENT). 

Copy presented,—of Regulations made 
with the approval of the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department for the 
management and discipline of the St. 
Joseph’s Certified Inebriate Reformatory 
at Ashford, in the County of Middlesex 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAY PASSENGER COMMUNI- 
CATION. 

Copy presented,—of Circular from the 
Board of Trale to the Railway Com- 
panies of the United Kingdom and corre- 
spondence relating thereto {by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON ACT, 1898. | 

Copy presented,—of Statutes made for 
the University of London by the Com- 
missioners appointed under the University 
of London Act, 1898 [by Act]; te lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 60.] 


POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS. 

Copy ordered, “of Account showing 
the gross amount received and the gross 
amount expended in respect of the Tele- | 
graph Service from the date of the) 
transfer of the Telegraphs to the State | 
to the 31st day of March, 1899 (in con- | 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. | 
54, of Session 1899).”—(Mr. Hanbury.) | 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie | 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. | 
61.] | 


{16 Fepruary 1900} 


| SOUTH 


Questions. 2T8 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT. 


Address for “Return of all sentences: 
of Corporal Punishment inflicted under 
26 and 27 Vie., e. 44, upon persons con- 


| victed of offences against Seetion 43 of 
the Larceny Act, 1861, and section 21 of 
|the Offences against the Person Act, 


1861, in England and Wales from the 
31st day of March, 1898, to the 31st day 
of December, 1899 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 166, of session. 
1898).”—( Mr. Lloyd Morgan.) 


TRADE UNION FUNDS (BANKING). 
Order [15th February] for return rela- 
tive thereto read, and discharged. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) 
(CHAIRMEN’S PANEL). 

Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had 
selected the following six Members to be 
the Chairmen’s Panel and to serve as 
Chairmen of the two Standing Com- 
mittees to be appointed under Standing 
Order No. 47 :—Mr. John Ellis, Sir James 
Fergusson, Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice, 
Mr. Laurence Hardy, Mr. Arthur 
O'Connor, and Mr. Stuart-Wortley. 


Ordered, That the report do lie upon 
the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 
AFRICAN 
OF THE COST 
VOLUNTEERS. 
Stir CHARLES CAMERON (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the pay 


WAR—INCIDENCE 
OF COLONIAL 


/and other expenses of the forces of the 
Colonies of Natal and Cape Colony em- 
| ployed in the war in South Africa are to 
be borne by these Colonies, or whether 


any undertaking has been given for their 


/repayment in whole or part out of the 
| Imperial Exchequer. 


THE FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 


|SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 


E.): The question of the ultimate inci- 
dence of the cost of the Colonial Volun 
teers must remain for subsequent con— 
sideration when the general question of 
the settlement of expenditure in connec- 
tion with the war is under review. 
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NEWS FROM THE SEAT OF WAR. 

Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford): Has the First Lord of the Trea 
sury any further information relating to 
the war beyond that already published ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. I! 


left the War Office half an hour ago and 
no further information had up to that 
time arrived. 


SUSPECTED TREASON—MR. BAREND 
DU PLESSIS. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he can 
now inform the House of the result of 
his inquiries as to whether Mr. Barend 
du Plessis, a well-to-do farmer of 
Hanover District, Cape Town, was 
arrested on the 10th of December last 
on a charge of high treason, based on the 
unsupported statement of a discharged 
native servant, and was kept in prison 
for ten days and then set free, the 
Solicitor General declining to prosecute ; 
and whether any compensation will be 
made to this gentleman. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
‘He COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 


Birmingham, W.) : I have not heard from 
Sir Alfred Milner the result of his en- 
quiries, and I am reminding him. 


DEATHS OF TROOPS FROM DISEASE. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derby, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether he can state 
approximately the number of deaths from 
disease among the forces serving in South 
Afriea, and, if possible, the number of 
those who have succumbed to enteric fever. 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. WynpbuHam, Dover) : 
The figures are approximately :—-Deaths 
from enteric, 240; deaths from other 
diseases, 268 ; making a total of 508, 


FIELD GLASSES. 
Mix. YOXALL (Nottinghamshire, WW.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether it is proposed to 
supply field glasses to non-commissioned 
otficers and patrol leaders engaged on 
active service in South Africa. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A large supply of 
field glasses bas heen sent out to South 
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| Africa for the Commander-in-Chief to 


distribute as he thinks fit. 


MAXIM-NORDENFELDT QUICK-FIRING 
ONE-POUNDER GUNS. 

Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the British forces in South 
Africa are supplied, or are to be supplied, 
with the Maxim-Nordenfeldt quick-firing 
one-pounder gun. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member, 
no doubt, refers to the Vickers-Maxim 


| automatic one-pounder guns which are 


being sent out to South Africa. 


VOLUNTEERS’ EQUIPMENT. 

Mr. WASON (Clackmannan and Kin- 
ross): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that a detachment of the London Scottish 
Rifle Volunteers, numbering _ fifty-five 
men, accepted for active service in South 
Africa with the Gordon Highlanders, were 
ordered to provide themselves with the 
Gordon tartan kilts ; whether the 
Government Department at Pimlico were 
unable to supply the necessary kilts, and 
the detachment had to get them else- 
where; what extra expense was thereby 
caused to the detachment, and by whom 
will it be borne. And, if the detachment 
are now equipped, with the exception of 
the khaki aprons, which were not ready 
when the rest of the equipment obtained 
by the detachment was complete. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Volunteer corps 
going out to South Africa provide their 
own clothing. The London Scottish 
expressed a wish to be affiliated to a 
Highland regiment instead of to the Rifle 
Brigade, of which they are the seventh 
battalion. This wish was gratified ; they 
consequently applied to the clothing de- 
partment for the material for tartan kilts, 
which was issued to them. As regiments 
prefer to make up their kilts regimentally, 
no made up kilts are issued by the 
department. An outfit allowance is 

| granted for the expense of the clothing of 
the Volunteer corps going out. 


Mr. WASON: What was the differ- 
ence in price between the two outfits ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Had the London 
Scottish gone out as part of the Rifle 
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Brigade they would have worn ordinary 
khaki, but of their own free will they 
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(uest ions. 


| the voyage from South Wales to Cork the 
, allowance is 1s. 4d. 


mace representations, which we were | 


glad to receive, in favour of having tartan | 


kilts, and no doubt they contemplated 
the consequences. 


REFRESHMENTS FOR TROOPS BEFORE 
EMBARKATION AT QUEENSTOWN. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 

the Under Secretary of State for War 

whether he can state what arrangements 


in the direction of providing necessary 
refreshments for the troops on arrival at 
(Jueenstown before embarkation on the 
transport vessels. Whether many bat- 
talions in the months of November and 
December, after long railway journeys, 
were detrained at Queenstown, and kept 
at the railway terminus for many hours 
without food or drink of any kind, and 
who is responsible for this treatment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Dinner meals are 


provided for troops on board vessels im- | 


mediately after embarkation. In a few 
cases when the ship has arrived very late 
half rations have been issued to the men 
while waiting. Troops have never been 
kept any long time at Queenstown with- 
out refreshment. 


Mr. FLYNN: My question was 
whether the men were kept ashore with- 
out food. 
have been sometimes so kept for 15, 16, 
and even 24 hours ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My answer is in 
direct contradiction of that statement. 


SOLDIERS’ TRAVELLING 
ANCES. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Under 

Secretary of State for War whether he 

will state what is the approximate amount 

per diem or per meal allowed to non-com- 
missioned officers and privates when 
travelling by rail or by sea to join their 
respective regiments or depots ; and what 
is the amount per head allowed when 
traveliing from stations in South Wales to 
Cork via Milford steamer. 


ALLOW- 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Where the journey 
by railway exceeds 150 miles sums vary- 
ing from sixpence to 1s. 8d., according to. 
distance, are allowed for subsistence. For 


Is it not the case that they | 


| 
POSTAL RATES ON LETTERS FROM 
TROOPS AT THE FRONT. 
Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 


the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
‘master General, whether arrangements 


can be made to allow our troops in South 
Africa to send letters to their relatives 


_and friends at home free of charge. And 
were made by the War Office authorities | 


whether the same privilege can be ex- 
tended to letters sent from home to 
soldiers and sailors in South Africa. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAansury, Pres- 
ton): It has been arranged that. soldiers 
actually serving at the front, and conse- 
quently not always within reach of an 
Army Post Office, shall, within reasonable 
limits, be allowed to send home letters 
‘without prepayment, the cost being de- 
frayed out of Army Funds. The same 
privilege cannot be extended to letters 
sent from this country to the front ; but 
every assistance will be given as regards 
postage deficient on letters addressed to 
the soldiers themselves. 


THE HOUSEHOLD CAVALRY. 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): [ beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether, if the three regi- 
ments of Household Cavalry are to be 
brought up to full strength with a view 
to employment on active service, oppor- 
tunity will be taken to abolish the 
cuirass, which is useless in the time of 
war, and prevents the proper wearing of 
medals in times of peace. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not proposed 
to make any change in the home uniform 
of Her Majesty’s personal troops. 


RECRUITING STANDARDS. 
Major RASCH (Essex, 8.E.) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether the War Office has reduced 
the physical standard of recruits ; and 
what is the minimum for infantry of the 
Line and artillery drivers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The standard of 
height has been reduced in the following 
'eases:—Drivers in Horse and Field 
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Artillery, from 5 ft. 4 in. to 5 ft. 2 in; 
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in connection with the hostilities pro- 


Infantry of the Line, from 5 ft. 3} in. to | ceeding in South Africa, having reference 


5 ft. 3 in.; Army Service Corps, from|to the 


relations between these two 


5 ft. 3 in. to 5 ft. 25 in. No change! Powers; and whether they have any 


whatever has been made in the chest 


measurements for any of the above arms, | 


or in the medical examination, which has 
not been relaxed in any way. 


Masor RASCH : Will the hon. Gentle- 
man consider the propriety of increasing 
the pay instead of reducing the height ? 


[No answer was given. | 


RIFLE RANGES. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Here- 
ford) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether he can say how 
many rifie ranges have been acquired by 
Volunteer corps and county and borough 
councils under the Ranges Act, 1891. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If my hon. friend 
will move for a return the information 
will be given. It requires to be collected 
from the several districts. 


GERMANY AND HOLLAND. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether Her Majesty’s 
Government have observed the statement 
in the North German Gazette to the effect 
that the chief object of German anticipa- 
tions is to bring home certain lessons to 
Holland, that Holland is alarmed at the 
spectacle of the fate which has overtaken 
the Spanish colonies at the hands of 
America and by the action of England in 
South Africa, that dangers to Holland 
would be obviated and advantages secured 
if Holland would take steps to obtain an 
offensive and defensive alliance and a 
customs union with Germany by entering 


into the same relations with the German | 


Empire as were maintained with Prussia 
by the South German States between 
1866 and 1870, and that a union of this 
nature would be of equal advantage for 
the position of Germany as a_ great 
Power for her influence on the seas and 
for her colonial sphere of commercial 


activity ; whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have now any information as to 
communications or negotiations having 
passed between the Government of the | 
Netherlands and the German Government 


reason to anticipate that the project of 
an alliance between Holland and Germany, 
or of the inclusion of Holland in the 
German Empire, is under consideration by 


‘the Government of the Netherlands. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): The 
answer to the first question is in the 
affirmative, and to the two remaining 
questions in the negative. 


SAMOA —GERMAN GOVERNMENT 
TRADING LICENCES. 

Sik CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, under the recent agreement 
with regard to Samoa, the German 
Government has it in its power to forbid 
trade except under licence, aid not only 
to sell licences for revenue but to refuse 
them without cause; for example, to 
refuse them as a rule to British subjects. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The stipulations of 
the Anglo-German Declaration of 1886, 
applied to Samoa by the Agreement of 
the 14th of November last, include jyro- 
visions that in the possessions and 
protectorates of the two Powers in the 
Western Pacific, the subjects of either 
State shall be free to engage in all 
descriptions of trade and agricultural and 
industrial undertakings subject to the 
same conditions and laws, and enjoying 
the same protection and privileges as the 
subjects of the sovereign or protecting 
State. Provision was also made securing 
equal as well as most-favoured-nation 
treatment to the ships and merchandise 
of both States. It is not in the power 
of the German Government to differen- 
tiate as against British subjects, whether 
by refusal of licences or otherwise, with- 
out a violation of the agreement. 


THE NEW HEBRIDES. 

Sik CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
any negotiations are going on the result 
of which might be calculated to modify 
the international position of the New 
Hebrides ; and whether the Government 
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will give New Zealand, which long claimed 
the group, or the Australian colonies the 


opportunity of considering any such 


proposed arrangement before it becomes 
irrevocable, as has been suggested by a 
unanimous resolution of the Prime 
Ministers of the Australian Colonies. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are no 
negotiations in progress in regard to the 
New Hebrides. The colonies interested 
will certainly be given an opportunity of 
considering any arrangement proposed in 
connection with the group. 


UNIVERSITY EDUCATION ABROAD. 

Mr. ARTHUR J. MOORE (London- 
derry) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs when the 
papers promised on the subject of Univer- 
sity education in foreign countries will 
he laid upon the Table. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: It is proposed to 
present the papers shortly. 


BURMO-CHINESE BOUNDARY COM- 
MISSION, 

Mr. J. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
highshire, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he has any information as to 
the murder at the village of Menghem 
of Major Kiddle, Mr. Sutherland, and 
Mr. Litton, attached to the Burmo- 
Chinese Boundary Commission; and 
whether he will state what military steps 
are being taken, in view of this serious 
incident, with regard to the future labours 
of the Commission. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord GerorGE HAmILToN, 
Middlesex, Ealing): I have received the 
tollowing information of the events re- 
ferred to. It appears that the officers in 
question were assaulted whilst visiting 
a bazaar on the th of February last at 
the village of Menghem. Two were 
murdered and one wounded. Menghem 
is just outside British territory as at 
present delimitated. The Government of 


India are considering whether the Com- 
mission should not withdraw to British 
territory for the present, and will take, in 
concert with the Chinese Commissioner, 
such measures as may seem to them to be 
necessary. 
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CHEQUER (Sir M. 
Bristol, W.): There is at present no pro- 
vision in the law which would empower 
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RAILWAY (PREVENTION OF ACCI- 
DENTS) BILL. 

Ma. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether copies of the Railway 
(Prevention of Accidents) Bill, read a first 
time on the 12th instant, can be distri- 
buted to members without loss of time, 
as great public interest is felt in the Bill. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon): The 
Bill will, I hope, be introduced in the 
early part of next week. 


PRISON OFFICERS’ PENSIONS. 

Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he has considered the petitions 
forwarded to him by the officers of Her 
Majesty’s prisons, praying that their 
retiring allowances may be augmented to 
two-thirds of their pay and allowances on 


completing thirty years of service; and 


whether, having regard to the additional 


responsibilities imposed on such officers 
by the Prisons Act of 1898, the request 
of the petitioners might be complied 
with. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WuitE RipLey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I have received these petitions from the 
Prison Commissioners this morning. I 
shall now consider whether I ought again 
to make any recommendations to the 
Treasury on this subject. 


FACILITIES FOR RIFLE PRACTICE BY 


CIVILIANS. 


Stir JOHN KINLOCH (Perthshire, 


E.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether, taking into con- 
sideration the strong feeling throughout 
the country that every man should be 
encouraged to make himself efficient in 
the use of firearms, there is any valid 
objection to the Inland Revenue Board 
granting a licence for one day at a given 
place whereby anyone may participate 
in arifle match, a glass ball match, or any 
match for acquiring-skill in the use of 
firearms. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
Hicks BEAcuH, 


H 
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the Board of Inland Revenue to grant 
gun licences for a less period than one 
year. Having regard to the amount of 
the duty, 10s., it seems doubtful whether 
any person could “make himself efficient 
in the use of firearms” more cheaply by 
means of occasional licences than by 
taking out a licence for a year, unless 
occasional licences were to be granted at 
a nominal rate. I am considering the 
question of an exemption from gun 
licence duty in the case of rifle clubs 
recognised by the War Office, but I think 
any such exemption should be confined 
to regular target practice under proper 
supervision. 

EMPLOYMENT IN UNDER- 

GROUND WORK. 

Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education whether assent 
was given by Her Majesty’s Government 
in 1890 to the proposal made at the 
International Labour Congress, held at 
Berlin, that the age at which children 
might be permitted to work underground 
should be raised from twelve to fourteen ; 
and whether any steps have been taken 
to give effect to that proposal, and, if not, 
whether the Government contemplate 
legislation upon the subject during the 
current session. 


Tur VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): The answer to the first 
paragraph is Yes. The question in the 
second paragraph should be addressed to 
my right hon. friend the Home Secretary 


AGE OF 


CIVIL SERVICE CLERKS. 

Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if he will state 
why the Civil Service Commissioners 
have recently required certain assistant 
clerks to undergo a further medical ex- 
amination as a condition precedent to 
promotion to the second division under 
Clause 15 of the Order in Council of 
29th November, 1898; and whether 
certain assistant clerks were promoted to 
the second division without such medical 
examination, and whether promotions 
from the second to the higher divisions 
will depend on such further medical test. 

Mr. HANBURY: 


Some assistant 


clerks in the earlier part of the vear 1899 
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were promoted to the second division 
without further medical examination, but 
the Civil Service Commissioners have 
since directed that for the future all 
shall be so examined. The reason for the 
change is that, while abstractors are 
assigned for service in one particular 
department only, the second division is 
a body liable to serve in any department 
of the State, and in some instances in 
foreign climates. It is usual for a more 
stringent inquiry into health to be held 
where such conditions prevail. The pro- 
motion of a second division clerk to the 
first division would not involve a fresh 
medical examination, unless the report of 
the authorities of the Department in which 
he had been serving indicated anything 
unsatisfactory in the state of his health. 


EXAMINERS OF ART IN ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOLS. 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary to the Treasury if it has been 
finally decided that no pension of com- 
passionate allowance shall be made to 
certain examiners of art in elementary 
schools whose posts have been abolished : 
whether these gentlemen, whose service ex- 
tends from forty years downwards, were 
technically ‘occasional ” officials, and there- 
fore subject to no pension; whethier, 
owing to pressure of work, their service 
was latterly required by the Science and 
Art Department almost continuously, with 
the result that, being unable to take up 
other work at the same time, they have 
consequently lost their connection and 
prospects of employment elsewhere ; and 
whether there are analogous precedents 
in which occasional officials of the Science 
and Art Department have received recogni- 
tion from the Treasury on their vetire- 
ment. 


Mr. HANBURY: The answer to the 
first and second paragraphs is in the 
affirmative. As none of these Examiners 
have served in the permanent Civil Ser- 
vice, the Treasury, which must act strictly 
according to the Superannuation Acts, 
has no power to grant them compensation 
allowances, or, in other words, pensions 
on abolition of office. Under the Super- 
annuation Act of 1887 the Treasury has 
power to award gratuities on abolition of 
office to persons who have given seven 
years’ service and have been required to 
devote their whole time to their duties. 
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None of these examiners had fulfilled the 
latter condition. It is the fact that the 
Treasury have in the past awarded com- 
pensation allowances in cases analogous to 
these, but they have done so under a 
misapprehension as to their legal powers, 
and, now that the legal position is clear, 
the practice has necessarily been discon- 
tinued. 


POST OFFICE OFFICIALS’ SICK 
sEAVE. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
servants of the Post Office are compelled 
to notify to the Department the out- 
break of infectious diseases in their 
homes ; and whether such officers are 
generally prevented from performing 
their official duties, and compelled to 
remain away from office until medical 
sanction is given; whether a regulation 
has recently been issued stating that this 
enforced absence will be treated as sick 
leave ; and whether he can state if it is 
intended to count this time when an 
officer’s superannuation owing to illness is 
being considered. 


Mr. HANBURY : Post Oftice servants 
are required to report to their superior 
officer any case of scarlet fever, small 
pox, typhus, cholera, diphtheria, measles, 
or typhoid fever occurring in their homes. 
Should the case be one of the first four of these 
diseases the man is not allowed to attend 
for duty, but this practice is not main- 
tained as regards diphtheria, measles, or 
typhoid fever except under special cir- 
cumstances. Full pay is allowed in all 
cases of compulsory detention from duty 
from the above causes ; but in calculating 
the amount of sick leave which an_ ofticer 
may receive on full pay during the year 
the period of any such compulsory absence 
is included. 


RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS’ 
SITTINGS. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
heg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he can state the number 
of times the Railway Commissioners have 
acted in Lreland since their appointment 
in 1881, in what places, the cost of each 
sitting, and the result thereof. 


IRISH 


Mr. RITCHIE: The Railway Commis- 


sioners were appointed under the Railway 
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and Canal Traffic Act, 1888, and an 
account of their proceedings in Ireland 
will be found in their annual reports pre- 
sented to Parliament. Apart from the 
cost of the Commission itself, which it is 
impossible to apportion, I am informed 
that the special expenses of the Commis- 
sioners in Ireland are confined to the 
travelling expenses of the two appointed 
Commissioners and the registrar. 


MOUNTJOY STATION, 
IRELAND. 
Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
[ beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he is aware that much 
dissatisfaction exists in the neighbourhood 
at the prolonged closing of the Mountjoy 
Station on the Great Northern Railway 
of Ireland; and that the directors have 
been petitioned on the. subject, and 
public meetings held to protest against 
the closure as an inconvenience to the 
people and a hindrance to the development 
of the district: and will he state if the 
directors intend to accede to the wishes 
of the inhabitants and re-open Mountjoy 
Station. 


G.N.R,, 


Mr. RITCHIE: I understand after 
communication with the company that 
they do not propose to re-open the station. 
[ shall be happy to show the hon. Member 
a letter I have received from the General 
Manager on the subject. 


OMAGH POST OFFICE. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether the 
plans of the new post office at Omagh 
have been prepared ; if the request of 
the Town Commissioners of Omagh for a 
copy of the plans has been granted ; 
and, will he state if tenders have been 
invited for the erection of the post office, 
and when building operations are to 


begin. 


Mr. HANBURY: It has been neces- 
sary to recast these plans at Omagh, and 
the revised plans have not yet been sub- 
mitted for approval. I cannot say, there- 
fore, when tenders for the work will be 
invited, but the work will probably be 
commenced during the ensuing financial 
year. The Irish Board of Works will 


no*doubt be ready to show the revised 


H 2 
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plans to the Town Commissioners, if they 
are asked to do so. 


ARRAN STONE FORTS. 

*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 
I beg toask the Secretary to the Treasury 
how the ruins of the stone forts on the 
north, middle, and south islands of 
Arran, in the county of Galway, not being 
churehes or ecclesiastical buildings or 
structures within the meaning of the 
Irish Chureh Act, 1869, Section 25, 
became vested in the Commissioners of 
Public Works in Ireland, as they appear 
to be, according to the schedule to their 
report issued in 1895. Whether there 
is any and, if so, what order vesting the 
ruins of the monasteries of Mungret, in 
the county of Limerick, and those of 
Mellifont, in the county of Louth, in the 
secretary of the said Commissioners of 
Public Works; and, if not, by what 
authority are these ruins maintained by 
the said Commissioners. Whether any 
and, if so, which of the ancient monu- 
ments mentioned in the Schedule (Ire- 
land) to the Ancient Monuments Protee- 
tion Act, 1882, have been vested in the 
said Commissioners, as provided by section 
2 of the said last mentioned Act. Whether 
he will consider the propriety of having 
an inquiry made as to the amount of 
public money spent on ruins in Ireland 
not vested in the said Commissioners 
under either the Ancient Monuments Act, 
1882, or the Irish Church Act, 1869. 
And would he grant a return showing 
what ancient monuments were vested in 
the secretary of the said Commissioners 
of Public Works on 31st December last 
and the respective dates of the vesting 
orders in each case. 


Mr. HANBURY: These stone forts 
were included in the Order of the Irish 
Church Temporalities Commissioners 
dated 30th October, 1880, vesting certain 
structures in the Board of Works. 
Whether the Commissioners acted within 
their powers in so including them is a 
legal point on which I can offer no opinion. 
Mungret Monastery was vested in the 
Board by an Order of 12th December, 
1877, and Mellifont by one of 13th 
October, 1880. I will give the right 
hon. Member a list of the monuments 
referred to in paragraph 3. The Board 


of Works are already giving special 
attention to the payments made about 
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1890 referred to in the fourth paragraph. 
I will direct that the information referred 
to in the fifth paragraph shall be given as 
a schedule to the next report of the 
Board of Works. I think this will be 
more convenient than the issue of a 
separate return. 


HOLYHEAD AND LARNE AND 
STRANRAER MAIL ROUTES. 

Mr. ARTHUR MOORE: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, what 
steps have been taken to remedy the 
irregularities in the Irish mail service 
both by Holyhead and Larne and Stran- 
raer routes ; and whether he would have 
any objection to a return being furnished 
showing the number of occasions on 
which the services have failed to catch 
the respective local connections in Ireland, 
specifying the cause of such delay in each 


Case. 


Mr. HANBURY: The irregularity in 
the service via Holvhead has been due 
mainly to the trains to Holyhead on many 
occasions having been run in two parts. 
The number of passengers by the mail 
train seems to have largely increased since 
the railway company have provided third 
class accommodation, and the trains have 
run at more convenient hours. The rail- 
way company have been urged’ to take 
the best measures possible for preventing 
delay, and suggestions have been made to 
them which may effect a slight improve- 
ment. One cause of irregularity in this 
service has recently been removed, as the 
outward American mails on Wednesdays 
are now sent by special packet from Holy 
head in advance of the ordinary mail 
packet. The service via Stranraer has 
been performed somewhat more regularly 
during the last three months, but there 
have been cases of delay, due mainly to 
pressure of traffic and severity of weather. 
Proposals have recently been made to the 
companies providing for this service with 
the view of effecting an improvement. 
Returns are being taken showing the 
occasions on which the mails by both 
routes have reached Ireland too late for the 
usual connections, and a copy of these 
returns shall, when ready, be forwarded 
to the hon. Member. 


+ 
LONGFORD POST OFFICE. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
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senting the Postmaster General, on what 
grounds the Post Office authorities refused 
to erect a lamp outside the new post office 
in Longford, whioh, whilst affording light 
to that part of the street, would be of 
much use to the public frequenting the 
post office on dark nights; and, whether, 
as this new building is a considerable 
ornament to the town, they will, for the 
sake of a few pounds extra, light it up in 
a better manner. 


Mr. HANBURY : This is a very small 
matter on which to put a question. 
There is a public lamp immediately out- 
side the office already. 


PUBLIC APPOINTMENTS IN DERRY. 

Mr. ARTHUR MOORE: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether the attention of the Irish 
Government has been drawn to the fact 
tiat almost all the public appointments 
in the city of Derry are in the hands of 
the Protestant minority ; and whether, 
in view of the vacancies caused by the 
recent death of Sir William Miller, due 
consideration will be given to the claims 
of Roman Catholic and Nationalist 
medical men before filling these appoint- 
ments. - 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON  (Bel- 
fast, S.): Is it not the fact that one of 
the city inspectorships is held by an 
Irish Roman Catholic Nationalist doctor ? 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atktinson, London- 


derry, N.): The meaning of the expres- 
sion “public appointments ” in the first 
paragraph is not very clear. If the hon. 
Member refers to the officers of local 
hodies, I would remind him that these 
officers are appointed independently of 
the Government. Amd as regards the 
officers whose appointments are subject 
to the control of the Government, I have 
no information as to the politics or 
religions of such officers. With respect 
to the second paragraph, the legitimate 
claims of all candidates will be carefully 
considered. 


BELFAST LAND COMMISSION. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
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state at how many sittings of the Chief 
Land Commission in Belfast during the 
year 1898 was Mr. Commissioner Morough 
O’Brien present. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaL¥rour): I must refer the hon. Member 
to the reply to a somewhat similar ques- 
tion addressed to the Chief Secretary on 
the 9th May last year by the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Louth.* For the reasons 
stated by my right hon. friend on that 
occasion I must decline to answer this 
question. 


COUNTY DOWN LAND COMMISSION. 


Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Chief Land Commissioners recently in 
County Down, out of sixteen appeal cases 
heard, raised thirteen and confirmed three 
cases ; whether he can state if any of the 
Chief Commissioners visited the farms in 
question ; and whether the fair rents 
fixed by the court valuer were in every 
case adhered to; and if not, can he state 
in how many instances the rent was fixed 
over the return of the court valuer. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLrour) : Twenty-four appeals from the 
County Down were heard by the Com- 
missioners at Belfast in December last. 
Of these, the decisions of the Sub- 
Commissioners were aftirmed in four 
cases ; in two cases the rents were reduced 
and in thirteen increased ; tive cases are 
still pending. It is not the practice of 
the Chief Commissioners to view the 
holdings. In fourteen cases the judicial 
rents as fixed on appeal were above the 
estimates of the court valuers; in three 
cases they were below, and in two cases 
the same as the valuers’ estimates. 


KERRY COUNTY RATES. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state what is the rate struck for the year 
1899-1900 by the Kerry County Council, 
giving separately the rate on agricultural 
land, as also on other hereditaments, in 
each of the following rural districts, viz. : 
Listowel, Kenmare, Dingle, Killarney, 
Cahirciveen, and Tralee. 


[See The Parliamentary Debates, Fourth 
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Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLrour): The rates struck in the rural 
districts named, taking them in the order 
mentioned in the question, for the year 
1899-1900 are, on agricultural land, 
5s. ld., 5s. 11d., 5s. 9d., 4s. 7d., 5s. 6d., 
and 4s. 2d.; and on other hereditaments 
7s. 8d., 8s. 8d., 8s. 7d., 6s. Sd., 8s. 4d., 
and 6s. 6d. respectively. 


Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state if there are 
any districts in the county of Kerry on 
which there is levied a rate of over 2s. 
in the £ for the vear 1899-1900 for 
railway guarantees; and whether he is 
aware that the ratepayers of Kerry con- 
tribute annually about £15,000 as rates 
levied on guaranteed railways; and, if 
so, whether the Government can see their 
way either by a free grant of money, or 
by wiping out a portion of the railway 
indebtedness, to relieve the heavy burden 
of taxation on the ratepayers. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
Ba.rour): I have not yet completed my 
inquiries in reference to this question, 
and will ask the hon. Member to post- 
pone it until Monday next. 


(Juestions. 


ot 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view 
of the importance of the matters in- 
volved in the motion of the honourable 
Member for Merthyr, to be debated on 
Tuesday next, and the wide interest 
taken in it, he will move on Tuesday 
that the debate thereon, if under dis- 
cussion at twelve o'clock, be not  inter- 
rupted under the Standing Order, Sittings 
of the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. I 
cannot imagine that anybody in the 
House, except, perhaps, the hon. Mem- 
ber himself, would desire that the debate 
on Tuesday should be prolonged after 
twelve o'clock at night. I may say that, 
unless we finish the Report stage of the 
three War Office Votes, one of which 
was finished last night, by twelve 
o'clock on Monday, I shall have to take 
a morning sitting on Tuesday. I can- 
not imagine, however, that there will 
be any difficulty in getting the Report 
stage by then. 
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Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil) : But the right hon. Gentleman 
has given us an assurance that he will 
only take a morning sitting in the case 
of grave emergency. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Quite so ; and] 
consider the question of keeping the law a 
grave emergency. When I asked the House 
to give me certain privileges I explained 
that the Treasury had to meet certain 
demands from the War Office, and I am 
now informed that unless the Report 
stage of these Votes is obtained by Tues 
day, we cannot comply with the law. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
K.): What is the law? What are the 
statutory obligations which require that 
Report of these three Votes should he 
taken by Tuesday night? Perhaps the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer can tell us 
that. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have 
nothing to add to the statement already 
made by the Leader of the House. I can- 
not quote any particular statute, clause, 
or section ; I can only confirm what my 
right hon. friend has stated. 


Sirk WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): What will happen 
if the Vote is not passed ? 


Sim M. HICKS BEACH : The law will 


be broken. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Does the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman mean that he is determined 
by the use of the closure to insist upon 
passing this Vote of thirteen millions 
sterling to-night ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
application of the closure does not rest 
with the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I know its 
application depends on the Chairman, 
but I would ask the right hon. Gentleman. 
does he intend as far as lies in his power 
to force through the House, after one 
night’s debate, the Vote for thirteen 
millions ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Gentleman has put the question 
under a misapprehension. My view 
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that the time afforded is quite sufficient is 

strengthened by the fact that in the | 
debate on the Address a large number of 

Members, including notably the hon. 

Gentleman himself, made speeches whose 

subject matter was very closely allied to 

the question we are now discussing. The 

Committee took the Vote for men last 

night, and are to take the Vote for money 

to-night. The practice is that the general 

discussion shall take place either on one 

or the other of these Votes, and as far as 
it lay with me I[ have given ample lati- 
tude to the general discussion which has 

already taken place on the Vote for men. 

It cannot be said, therefore, that the 
Money Vote is to be dealt with in one 

night, for it has already been dealt with 
in a debate extending over three or four 
nights. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that not a single 
speech was delivered dealing with the 
money question ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The whole 


policy was discussed. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS : Will the Report 
stage be taken after twelve o'clock on 
Monday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Report 


stage can be taken after twelve o'clock. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
John Brownlee Lonsdale, Esy., for the 
County of Armagh (Mid Armagh 
Division). 


NEW BILLS. 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION. 

Bill to extend the provisions of the 
Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation Act 
to officers and servants of other local 
authorities, ordered to be brought in by 
Major Rasch, Mr. Hazell, Mr. Galloway, 
and Mr. Sinclair. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
“ To extend the provisions of the Poor 
Law Officers’ Superannuation Act to 
officers and servants of other local autho- 


{16 Fesrvary 1900} 


New Bills. 238 


rities,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday, 3rd April, and to be printed. 
[Bill 84.] 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT 
3 (SCOTLAND). 

Bill to extend the powers and provi- 
sions of the Licensing Acts to Magistrates 
of Police of Burghs in Scotland, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Colville, Mr. 
John Wilson (Govan), Mr. Caldwell, and 
Mr. Souttar. 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To extend the powers and provisions 
of the Licensing Acts to Magistrates of 
Police of Burghs in Scotland,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 28th 
February, and to be printed. [Bill 85.] 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT (1895) AMENDMENT. 
Bill to amend the Sea Fisheries Regu- 
lation (Scotland) Act, 1895, ordered to be 
brought in by Sir William Wedderburn, 
Mr. Crombie, Mr. Gordon, Mr. Buchanan, 
and Captain Sinclair. 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION (SCOT. 
LAND) ACT (1895) AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Sea Fisheries Regula- 
tion (Scotland) Act, 1895,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 14th March, and 
to be printed. {Bill 86.] 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS 
AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION. 


Bill to amend and consolidate the Law 
relating to Factories and Workshops, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Caldwell, 
Sir Charles Cameron, Mr. Pirie, Mr. 
Souttar, Mr. Colville, and Mr. John 
Wilson (Govan). 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS AMEND- 
MENT AND CONSOLIDATION BILL. 


“To amend and consolidate the law 
relating to Factories and Workshops,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 28th 

February, and to be printed. [Bill 87.] 
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BOILERS REGISTRATION AND INSPEC- 
TION (No. 2). 

Bill to provide for the Inspection and 
Registration of Boilers, ordered to be 
brought in by Sir William Houldsworth, 
Sir Edward Gour ley, Mr. Maclean, Mr. 
Provand, Colonel Denny, and Mr. Leigh 
Clare. 


BOILERS REGISTRATION AND 
INSPECTION (No. 2) BILL. 

“To provide for the Inspection and 
Registration of Boilers,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 7th March, and to 
be printed. [Bill 88.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACT (1882) 
AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Electric Lighting 
Act, 1882, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir William Houldsworth, Sir John Dor- 
ington, Mr. Hobhouse, Lord Edmond 
Fitzmaurice, Colonel Lockwood, and Mr. 
Humphreys-Owen. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACT (1882) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Electric Lighting Act, 
1882,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 28th February, and to be printed. 
‘Bill 89.] 


WORKMEN’S HOUSES TENURE. 
Bill to make provision with respect tothe 
Tenureofthe Housesof Workmen in certain 
Employments, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Colville, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Souttar, 
and Mr. John Wilson (Govan). 


WORKMEN’S HOUSES TENURE BILL. 

“To make provision with respect to 
the Tenure of the Houses of Workmen in 
certain Employments,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 28th February, 
and to he printed. [Bill 90.) 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. | 
ARMY eee ESTIMATES, 
1899-1900. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That a supplementary sum, not exceed- 
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ing £13,000,000, be granted to Her 
Majesty, to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1900, for additional expenditure, in conse- 
quence of the war in South Africa, in 
respect of the following Army services, 
namely :— 
£ 
Vote 1. Pay, ete., of the Army 2,490,000 
Vote 2. Medical establishments : 


pay, ete.... es oe .. 70,000 
Vote 3. Militia: pay, ete. ... 250,000 
Vote 4. Yeomanry cavalry : pay 

and allowances ... ee ae 5,000 
Vote 5. Volunteer corps: pay 

and allowances . bs 15,000 


Vote 6. T ransport and remounts 5,000,000 

Vote 7. Provisions, forage, and 
other - plies 

Vote 8. ‘lothing esti ablishments 
and services — : 

Vote 9. W arlike and other 
stores nee bee ai we 1,600,000 

Vote 10. Works, ete.: cost 
(including staff for engineer 


3,000,000 


500,000 


services) . 150,000 

Vote 13. War Offic esalaries and 
miscellaneous charges... ee 10,000 
Total... ~ £1 3,000,000.” 


-(Wr. Wyndham.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : I am obliged to demur 
somewhat to the absolute doctrine laid 
down by the First Lord of the Treasury 
as to the scope within which the discus- 
sion of this Vote should be confined. It 
may be quite true that in the ordinary 
discussion of the annual Army Estimates 
it is convenient to the House to take the 
larger discussion of policy on Vote A, and 
then on Vote I, which contains an_infini- 
tude of details, to discuss the detailed 
proposals. But on this occasion I cannot 
accept, subject, of course, to your ruling, 
Mr. Lowther, the doctrine that we are, in 
considering a Vote for such an enormous 
sum of money, prohibited from consider- 
ing the general policy on which the 
demand is made. After the discussion 
which has proceeded for some days we 
are able to look upon this matter in the 
light of the criticisms which have been 
passed on the proposals of the Govern- 
ment, and we are better able to under- 
stand the distinction between the pro- 
posals which are permanent and those 
which are temporary. With all his skill, 
my hon, friend in his speech the other 
night was not able to altogether disen- 
tangle these two classes of proposals. So 
far as the temporary provisions are 
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concerned, our position—and the position, 
I believe, of the vast majority of those 
who are listening to me—is perfectly 
clear. Anything that is necessary for the 
energetic and successful prosecution of 
the war we will give without stint and 
without measure; and anything that is 
necessary for completing the military 
defence of these islands we are also pre- 
pared to assent to without demur, and 
without being too minute or fastidious in 
our criticisms of what may be proposed. 
J think the hon. Gentleman the Under 
Secretary, and the Secretary of State in 
another place, dwelt a little too much on 
the conjectural and experimental nature of 
these proposals, because they gave colour 
to the conception that they were some- 
what of a haphazard character, put forward 
without such full consideration as should 
have been given to them. I am sure that 
was not their intention. The case is 
rather that the Government wish to use 
the disposition naturally engendered by 
the war, and affecting the warmest senti- 
ments of the people, to make—TI will not 
say demand—but to make arrangements 
with regard to the better training of the 
Militia and the Volunteers which would 
not, perhaps, be possible in ordinary times, 
and which may be somewhat in the nature 
of a test of what those two forces may be 
prepared to undergo in quieter times. 
When the Under Secretary for War laid 
his proposals before the Committee I 
ventured to express a fear that the burden 
which he was seeking to lay upon those 
forees was more than they could bear, 
hecause the Volunteers are men occu- 
pied in business of various kinds, 
and not having the disposal — of 
their time. The Militiamen are also 
for the most part men who take their 
two or three weeks training as an annual 
holiday, and take it jovfully, doing their 
service with satisfaction to themselves 
and with benefit to the country. But if 
those two or three weeks are extended 
the men might be altogether unable to 
serve. To that extent, therefore, the 
alarm created by the proposal in the first 
instance was perfectly justifiable ; but 
explained as it is—and it was explained 
at the time, though it escaped observa- 
tion—that it was only for this year, by 
way of a test and also in order to take 
advantage of the natural patriotic feeling 
in military matters that possesses the 
country at this moment, I think there is 
not much objection to be taken to it, 
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especially as all those arrangements are of a 
purely permissive and voluntary character 
on the part of those who are affected by 
them. One other point of detail, and the 
only one I will refer to, was raised by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Forest of Dean. It was, I think, one of 
the most important—-namely, that in all 
our arrangements with regard to the 
constitution and recruiting of the Army 
we should preserve elasticity—that with 
this voluntary Army of ours there should 
always be a choice of the conditions of 
service offered to those who wish to join 
the Army. Some men desire to make 
a long career of Army service. — If 
they are suitable men let them do it. 
Others may desire to go into the Army 
for a short time. If they are suitable 
men, let them go in. I would go further 
and say that there should be opportuni- 
ties at certain periods of their training 
whereby they may pass from one of these 
categories to another, so that our volun- 
tary Army should be a_ willing service 
throughout. The Government propose 
to invite a large number of time-expired 
men of suitable age to revert to the 
colours in order to fill up the immediate 
deficiencies in the force. That, as I say, 
is a most natural and also most useful 
part of the proposal. At the same time 
[ suppose these men will go on for pen- 
sion. In either case you are, as it were, 
shifting the balance of the Army more 
in the direction of long service. I think 
care should be taken, and [ have no doubt 
it isthe intention of the Government, that 
there should be a free opportunity for 
men to enlist for the short period of three 
years, because if you do not encourage that 
kind of enlistment at this moment your 
Reserve will be in a parlous condition in 
the course of a few years. It has been 
almost emptied at the present moment, 
and therefore it ought to be particularly 
our aim to encourage short service now 
for the future development of that force 
which has proved itself so useful in this 
emergency and has earned the admiration 
of the whole country. I wish to direct 
attention now to some of the larger 
aspects of this question. I have 
been amongst the first to declare 
that we should concentrate all our 
attention upon the immediate situation, 
and leave the consideration of the future 
of the Army to some better and fuller 
time, and to some calmer opportunities of 
discussion ; but views and doctrines have 
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been put forward which call for some 
immediate notice. How is the Army of 
the future to be constituted, what addi- 
tion is to be made to its strength, and, as 
underlying these two questions, what 
estimate are we justified in taking 
of our future military requirements ! 
These are problems which rise before us. 
There is no need to contemplate these 
questions in any spirit of panic. There is 
no occasion for panic at the present 
moment. There is a piece of advice with 
which we are familiar —although, I think, 
we quote it more often than we act upon 
it—“ Let us clear our minds of cant.” — | 
think that we should clear our minds of 
panic. We should steel our hearts against 
panic, for there is no. occasion for it at 
the present time. I[ see that many 
writers and speakers express alarm and 
astonishment that we should be put in 
difficulties by two little fourth-rate States. 
That is not a true appreciation of the 
situation. Putting aside altogether the 
question whether the Government ought 
to have made larger preparations for the 
war than they did, the fact remains that 
the war is a more difficult war than was 
anticipated in any quarter. Why! Let 
us be frank and honest towards our oppo- 
nents. [tis not only because of the difticul- 
ties of the country, but because of the 
enemy to whom we are opposed, for 
[ venture to say that, man for man, 
there is no country in the world that 
could produce in the field a force so for- 
midable as that we are meeting. To 
meet it we have, or shall have shortly, 
a force in South Africa of nearly 200,000 
men. That is a fact of which we may 
well be proud. I[ venture to say that 
during the last thirty years there has not 
heen a man, whether he be an Army 
reformer or an Army anti-reformer, a 
critic or an apologist, who has contem- 
plated the need of this country taking 
from its shores a force of even half that 
number. What has caused the degree of 
denudation we hear of is that we have 
sent away not only what we regard as 
our largest available field force, but we 
have been obliged to send away a large 
part of the force we relied upon for the 
defence of these shores. Such a war was 
never contemplated by any Army 
authority I have ever been acquainted 
with, and equally little was it ever con- 
templated by those exultant, self-confident 
gentlemen who for the last half-dozen 
years have been piling up responsibilities 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 
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for this country in every part of the 
world. Everyone is conscious of one 
fact in these debates, that there 
has been something hanging over us 
—namely, the question of compulsory 
service. Whether you regard it 
as a will-o-the-wisp, or as an 
ogre, or as a sword of Damocles, 
or as whatever figure yon choose to 
employ, it has been impending over us ; 
and there are some people who imagine 
that, notwithstanding the disclaimers that 
members of the Government and their 
supporters have made, these conjectural 
expedients, as they are called, which have 
been put forward have been expected, if 
not intended, to pave the way and 
prepare the mind of the country for the 
adoption of larger and more strenuous 
methods. Let me say I am not one of 
those who entertain that suspicion. It is 
too Machiavellian altogether for a number 
of English gentlemen to entertain any 
such scheme. I do not believe it. I be- 
lieve the Government honestly rejected 
that method of obtaining sutticient forces 
for this country. The Government is 
one thing and the Prime Minister is 
another. We constantly find that assur- 
ances are given by the Government and 
that then at some early opportunity the 
Prime Minister throws doubt on all the 
assurances we have received and takes up 
doctrines and theories which have been 
rejected deliberately by his colleagues in 
the Government. The Prime Minister 
made a speech last night, and, so far as 
its general sobriety and general tone are 
concerned, we are thankful for it. But 
in the course of that speech he oratorically 
shrugged his shoulders and talked in this 
way. He said that other nations depend 
upon compulsory service and we stand 
alone in rejecting it, and therefore our 
resources are purely conjectural; we 
have no examples or precedents to guide 
us; the difficulty lies in the form of 
military ovganisation which you have 
deliberately chosen and to which you still 
adhere. If that is to argue against con- 
scription I should like to know what 
arguing in favour of it would be. “ Prac- 
tically,” said Lord Salisbury—this is 
my interpretation of his words—‘‘ we 
cannot adopt this wise and __bene- 
ficial system because of the stubborn 
infatuation and prejudice of the 
British people.” 1 agree as to the 
stubborn prejudice of the British people, 
but that is not by any means the whole 
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case ; it does not stand upon that alone. 
It is perfectly true that the idea of com- 
pulsory service is repugnant to our 
people ; but the greater, if not the higher, 
more forcible and more tangible objec- 
tion is that it is wholly inapplicable to 
our Constitution. There is no analogy 
hetween our case in this respect and 
that of foreign countries. In the first 
place, foreign countries have not colonies 
on any great scale. You could never 
take a conscript and send him to garrison 
and defend a tropical colony a great 
distance from his own soil. Then, again, 
Continental countries have to guard 
against the conterminous enemy who can 
hurl over the frontier his legions to an 
extent which is only limited by the 
number of men of fighting age he can 
put into the ranks, and, therefore, every 
country has to lay hold of every available 
man and thrust him into the line of 
hattle in defence of his home. How do 
we stand? We are surrounded by the 
sea, and we have the Fleet to defend us. 
It is said the Fleet may be overwhelmed 
aud possibly destroyed, or, at all events, 
overcome. In that case no armed force 
we could have in this country could save 
us. It may be said that the Fleet may 
he temporarily disabled, or that some 
calamity of that sort may befall us. 
Then, | would say, take half a dozen of 
your best soldiers and half a dozen of 
your best sailors, and let them estimate 
what is the Jargest force that could in such 
circumstances be landed in this country. 
They would disagree among themselves, 
we know from experience. Take the 
biggest of their estimates and go to your 
skilled soldiers and say--How many men 
do you require in order to overwhelm 
this foree? Then you know the force 
that is necessary for the defence of the 
country. But supposing you have con- 
scription, whether for the Militia or for 
the Line, you would have a force far 
larger than could be conveniently placed 
in line against any invading army. In 
fact, you would have a_preposterously 
large force which you would not require. 
We are told it would not be universal 
compulsory service, but something like 
the ballot applied to the Militia. I am 
old enough to remember dim echoes 
of the grievances under the system of the 
Militia ballot many, many years ago. 
Are you to allow substitutes in your 
system of ballot? In that case you 
merely put a heavy burden on the poor 
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man from which the rich man is entirely 
relieved. But I presume you will not 
allow substitutes. Then what happens ? 
You have the great duty of the personal 
defence of the sanctity of our country 
and the security of our homes, which 
ought to be the duty of every man capable 
of bearing arms, committed only to the 
few, and those are to be put into that 
position by what I should say is com- 
pulsion tempered by the ballot-box. 
Universal conscription I can understand, 
and in Continental countries it may be 
necessary ; but conscription with the 
ballot seems to me to be nothing but a 
combination of the press gang and the 
roulette table, which is neither a very 
dignified nor effective way of defending 
the country ; and the application of any 
such system would have the effect, which 
it has had in the experience of this 
country in previous generations, of, if 
not absolutely wiping out, at all events 
greatly impairing the work of our 
voluntary system, so far as that existed 
alongside of it. Now, there are many 
other arguments, but I think I have said 
enough. If compulsion is to be discarded, 
and if a great addition to our forces is 
required, how is that great addition to 
be secured? The Government propose 
to encourage and develop the voluntary 
home army of defence. In that policy I 
entirely agree, and I am sure it will have 
the approvalof every memberof the House. 
But as to the Regular Army, what are 
we todo? Let it notbe forgotten that we 
are, according to the experience of many 
years past, almost at the extreme limits 
of our recruiting resources. It comes 
and goes. Sometimes we have a good 
month, sometimes a bad month, accord- 
ing to the state of the labour market 
and other circumstances ; but, roughly 
speaking, we are about at the limits of 
our recruiting resources. The recruiting 
business is always a nervous business. We 
are never quite sure if we will get 
the recruits we want. At present we 
vake our men from the lower and less 
settled, perhaps more adventurous classes 
of the community, which has this one 
advantage, that we abstract little or the 
least that is possible from the wealth- 
creating and industrial resources of the 
country. But as I have said, we have 
well-nigh got to the limit of the supply 
from that class of the community. What 
are you to do if you want more men ? 
You must increase the pay, it is 
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Said. But, if you are going to increase 
the pay, let it be distinctly understood— 
and I am sure that in this I am speaking 
the opinion not only of civilians, but of 
all soldiers who have had to do with this 
matter—-that you will do no good unless 
you givea very large addition to the pay. 
The mere giving of a penny, halfpenny, 
er twopence a day has been tried again 
and again, and although I will not say it 
was money thrown away, it has had no 
perceptible effect. If you want to have 
a larger supply of recruits, you must tap 
another class of the community altogether ; 
you must compete in the well-paid labour 
market, and if you do so you will have 
to face three results. In the first place, 
you would incur a prodigious cost ; in the 
second, the additional money paid for the 
existing class of recruits would be thrown 
away, because you would have got them 
at the present terms; and in the third 
place you would lose the services, as 
ereators of wealth, of the men whom 
yeu would take from that higher 
class. It may he necessary to do 
this: but let us at all events 
do it with our eyes open; Jet us under- 
stand that it will mean a heavy burden, 
in all these three respects, upon the 
country. But is this necessary? Our 
Army must be based upon our military 
requirements. Our military require- 
ments depend upon our policy. The 
Prime Minister said last night— 

“T do not admit that the trouble we are now 
in is due to any extension of the Empire. Our 
difficulties arise entirely from this war with the 
two Republics, and certainly that has arisen 
out of no extension of the Empire.” 


I do not wish, Mr. Lowther, to raise over 
again the controversies that are in full 
existence and force between us on the 
subject of this war, but I am afraid there 
are many of us at least who think that the 
extension of the Empire, the acquisition 
of fresh territory, is certainly to be found 
among the influences which led to this 
war. As I have said,I do not wish to 
recall that matter, which has been debated 
at considerable length already ; but, 
leaving that aside, do our difficulties 
arise solely from this war with the two 
Republics? Suppose we could cover our 
heads and hide from our eyes with a 
‘“‘white sheet” the rest of the surface of 
the giobe except these two Republics—if 
we could keep out of consideration all the 
globe except the British Empire and the 
two Republics, what a relief it would be 
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to our minds! But how can we confine 
ourselves solely to them? Have we no 
complications, difficulties, and dangers in 
other parts of the world? Leaving out of 
consideration other continents, let us look 
at the continent of Africa alone. Is 
there nothing in North Africa, in 
West Africa, in East Africa, which 
may not at any moment call for 
the use of troops? We have gone on for 
some years anxious apparently for one 
thing only, namely, that we should he 
beforehand with our neighbours in secur- 
ing the possible future advantages of great 
undeveloped countries ; we have thought 
of the possible advantages, and have let 
the risks take care of themselves, and 
thus we have mortgaged our strength. 
This is the policy whose fruit we see in 
the present difficulties. Last year | 
ventured to express my doubts on this 
very ground of the wisdom of our great 
enterprises, brilliant and successful as 
they were, in the Soudan. I pointed out 
the tremendous strain upon our military 
resources—the difficult and dangerous 
position it may develop into in the 
course of time—involved in our having 
a great equatorial Empire in the heart 
of Africa. Is there no cause for 
anxiety there now? Is there no one 
there ready to take advantage of our 
South African embarrassment? If there 
is not, and I hope there is not, it is very 
fortunate for us. Is there any one of 
these possessions or spheres of influence 
for which we may not, at any moment, 
receive a demand for troops! But it is 
not, however, the possible demands from 
localities that we have to consider mainly. 
It is rather the temper and disposition 
towards us which the line of policy per- 
sistently pursued by this country has 
created in the minds not only of Govern- 
ments, but of peoples, with whom we, the 
masses of the people of this country, 
have no interest and no desire except to 
remain on the most friendly and cordial 
terms. I am only dealing with this 
question now as it affects the Army. I 
am quite ready, let it be understood, to 
assent to any proposal for increasing the 
Army, in the way of building up deficien- 
cies either in any particular branch of the 
service or in the equipment of the Army 
in order to make it efficient and strong. 
But what I wish to make clear before- 
hand is that we shall be no party to any 
such alteration in the character of our 
military forces as may be designed here- 
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after to facilitate an aggressive or 
ambitious policy. Our Empire, Sir, is 
vast and it is strong. Why is it strong ? 
Because it is an Empire of peace, of com- 
merce, of kindly relations between self- 
governing communities. It cannot be 
maintained, this great Empire, as a 
military Empire. Itis beyond the power 
of man to do it. By bringing into it 
the military spirit, by making a great 
part of it rest upon the sword, you will 
not add ¢ither to its extent or its 
strength. On the contrary, you will take 
from both, and you will be the worst 
friends of the Empire which you profess 
to serve. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Sir, | am the last person tocomplain of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s intervent on in 
this debate ; and I do not even complain 
that he has chosen this rather late hour in 
the debate for making the important and 
interesting speech which he has just given 
us, because, as I gather from hs speech, 
it really has had its birth and origin 
not in any of the debates that have taken 
place in this House, but in an important 
and interesting discussion which has taken 
place elsewhere. But let me begin by 
congratulating the right hon. Gentleman, 
at all events, on having wholly avoided 
one fault which has not been so success- 
fully avoided by another important 
speaker elsewhere. I was glad to hear 
that there was no note of panic in any 
word which the right hon. Gentleman has 
said in this House. He did not come 
here and in tones trembling with emotion 
tell us that the Empire is in danger 
unless we mobilise the Fleet. The right 
hon. Gentleman looks with a colder and 
saner eye on the present position of the 
country—a position of great and un- 
expected difficulty, which we are bound 
to do everything in our power to remedy 
as rapidly and as effectually as possible. 
Nevertheless, it is a position which does 
not justify tones of panic, least of all from 
any gentleman or noble Lord who has, and 
deserves to have, the right to lead public 
opinion in these great Imperial matters. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman went on 
to discuss the question of compulsory 
service, and here again he made the text 
of his speech some words which fell from 
Lord Salisbury in another place. 
candid enough to read the words of Lord 


Salisbury, and anybody listening to these 
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words as read would certainly have been 
extremely puzzled to extract from them 
the meaning which the right hon. Gentle- 
man put into them. He put upon them 
the interpretation that the Prime Minister 
of this country was ardently desirous of 
instantaneously introducing a system of 
compulsory service, but was prevented 
by the crass stupidity and want of public 
spirit of his countrymen. I do not think 
any such meaning can, by any process 
of interpretation or exegesis, be read into 
Lord Salisbury’s words. There was a 
speaker in another place last night who did 
refer in language almost unambiguous to 
the subject of compulsory service, and 
who indicated obscurely, but not unin- 
telligibly, that his leanings were in that 
direction. That speaker was not Lord 
Salisbury, but a late colleague of the 
right hon, Gentleman, not named by him 
in his speech, but against whom, I rather 
collected, almost every word of that 
speech was directed. The right hon. 
Gentleman advised the Government to 
put into one room six of the most 
capable sailors and six of the most capable 
soldiers they could find, and to. ask these 
representatives of the two great services 
to fight it out amongst themselves and 
come to some conclusion, if possible, as to 
the number of soldiers which any foreign 
Power could land on these shores on the 
supposition that our fleet at sea had been 
defeated or temporarily decoyed away. 
As the right hon. Gentleman himself 
anticipated, the debate he wishes to get 
up under these conditions would probably 
prove a stormy and inconclusive one, 
and he did not contemplate as a_possi- 
bility that a unanimous verdict would 
be given by this particular jury. 
But let me remind him that a 
calculation, not arrived at precisely in 
that way, but arrived at after an inter- 
change of ideas between representatives 
of the Admiralty and the War Office, has 
long been made; and that the general 
outcome of that was that this country 
ought to have, in order to make itself 
absolutely secure against any contingency 
reasonable men could contemplate, three 
army corps, as well as a sufficiency of 
forces to garrison our principal arsenals. 
and military stations. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): Will my right hon. friend say 
when that interchange of ideas between. 
these departments took. place ? 
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in 1888, but Iam not aware that there 
has been any change either in the military 
situation in Europe or in the balance of 
power between European nations which 
has rendered that estimate, necessarily 
a rough one, inadequate. The object of 
the Government, acting on that profes- 
sional conclusion, is to find, if possible, 
these three army corpsand these necessary 
garrisons. The right hon, Gentleman has 
pointed out that by the very nature of 
the case that cannot rapidly be satisfac- 
torily or effectually done. We admit 
fully and freely that having sent out this 
vast number of men to South Africa we 
have not, by the nature of the case, in 
this country the material, in a sufficient 
state of trained preparavion, that we 
should like to have. We have never 
tried to hoodwink the public upon it, we 
have never represented our position as 
better than it is, but what we have said 
is, “Given that position, we have put 
a plan before the House which, in the 
main, we do not think the criticism of the 
last three days has effectually shaken.” 
While it is perfectly true and natural, 
and, in my opinion, justifiable, that the 
scheme of the Government should be 
received without enthusiasm, without any 
great expression of satisfaction, it is 
equally true, and even more important, 
that nobody, as far as I know, has been 
able to suggest any great source of 
strength which we have left untapped. 
If that be so, I do not think it necessary 
to labour any further the details of the 
scheme. But one point has been raised 
which I must deal with before I sit down. 
The right hon. Gentleman has in the 
course of his speech attributed our present 
ditticulties to the increase of our Empire 
and to the new responsibilities which that 
increase has brought upon us. Sir, is 
there any justification in the facts of 
contemporary history for that contention ! 
I myself am not one of those who watch 
Imperial expansion wholly without mis- 
giving or wholly “without a sense of 
anxiety.” I think it is necessary, but 
that it ought not to be undertaken witha 
light heart. But when I am asked 
whether our present difticalties, or any 
difficulties we may contemplate in the 
future, are due to that expansion, I think 
an impartial and critical survey of what 
is going onin all parts of the world would 
lead to precisely opposite conclusions. I 
agree that Egypt has increased our re- 
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sponsibilities. That has been admitted 
by every Imperial politician either in this 
country or out of it. But these responsi- 
bilities were undertaken nearly twenty 
years ago by a Government of which the 
right hon. Gentleman was a member, and 
I do not believe the right hon. Gentleman 
or any section of the party to which he 
belongs will come to this House and say 
our Egyptian responsibilities are responsi- 
bilities out of which we should creep. 
There they are, and we must support 
them, and any military burden which 
those responsibilities throw upon us must 
be cheerfully borne. But, turning away 
from Egypt, on which the right hon. 
Gentleman is in harmony with us, what 
colonial expansion has there been of 
recent years which can, in any serious 
sense, be said to have added to the mili- 
tary burden of the Empire ! 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Rhodesia. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Does the hon. 
Gentleman seriously mean to suggest that 
if Rhodesia had not come within the 
British sphere of influence we should have 
had no troubles in South Africa? This 
contest between us and the two Dutch 
Republics, merely looking at it in its 
military aspect, proves that not Rhodesia, 
not Natal, but the possession of any 
colony in South Africa might at any 
moment have brought us into conflict 
with these two Republics. We are told 
that a more dexterous diplomacy might 
have put it off. I do not agree with that. 
I will not argue it. It does not touch 
the question of military responsibility 
indeed, the longer the contest was put orf, 
from a military point of view, so much 
the more obviously, if it did come, would 
the contest be a burden on the military 
resources of the country. How does 
colonial expansion in South Africa in- 
crease our responsibilities?) What great 
burden has it thrown on our Army 
system! Although we did not know it, 
and it was concealed from us and the 
most expert military critics, inside and 
outside the War Office, and even the 
omniscient Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean—none of them ever sug- 
gested that one reason why we should 
augment our military forces in this 
country and keep them in the highest 
state for immediate action was that we 
had on our borders a not friendly, but 











253 


ver’ 
of t 
that 
hilit 
Ocel 
init 
pos: 


\ 


ralc 


\ 
one 
mus 
crea 
Or, j 
not 
the 
upol 
due 
ort 
of e 
Sir. 
eres 
whi 
bur 
say 
evel 
sion 
with 
sure 
hon. 
Imp 
sion. 
helic 
Egy 
if he 
us, t 
tain 
ager 
if he 
tell 
safes 
ager 
the 1 
most 
our 
with 
bat : 
histo 
in tl 
to d 
whic 
pred 
have 
man 
to | 
shou! 
of tir 
hinte 




















253) Army (Supplementary) 
very powerful military State in the shape 
of the Transvaal Republic. Again, surely 
that shows that these military responsi- 
hilities date from nothing which has 
occurred of recent years, but from that 
initial operation by which we became 


possessed of our colonies in South Africa. , 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
raid. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then there is 


one other part of the world in which we 
must, I am afraid, contemplate an_ in- 
creasing burden of military responsibility, 
or, at all events, a burden which time is 
not likely to lessen, and that is India. Is 
the military burden which India throws 
upon us due to recent expansion? — Is that 
due to the aggressive policy of this party 
or that? Is it due to the greedy appetite 
of John Bull for more territory? No, 
Sir. It arises from the inevitable pro- 
gress of events in Asia, the character of 
which is well known to the House. That 
burden of military responsibility I boldly 
say has nothing whatever to do, is not 
even remotely connected, with any expan- 
sion of the Empire which has taken place 
within the memory of man. Well, then, 
surely it was unnecessary for the right 
hon. Gentleman to drag these anti- 
Imperialist ideas into the present discus- 
sion. If be believes, as he tells us he 
helieves, that our responsibilities in 
Egypt are there and must be recognised, 
if he telis us, as I believe he would tell 
us, that it is our bounden duty to main- 
tain against the possibility of warlike 
aggression our colonies in South Africa, 
if he tells us, as I have no doubt he would 
tell us, that our Indian Empire must be 
safeguarded against the possibility of 
aggression, then he agrees with us that 
the many divisions of our Empire, all the 
most burdensome in a military sense of 
our responsibilities, have nothing to do 
with the expansion which he condemns, 
but are based deep upon incidents in the 
history of the Empire, they are rooted 
in the past, and have nothing whatever 
to do with any recent transactions for 
which this Government or our immediate 
predecessors are responsible. I should 
have been glad if the right hon. Gentle- 
man had ended with some suggestion as 
to how our increased responsibilities 
should be met. He occupied a great deal 
of time in showing how all the schemes 
hinted at by his political friends in 
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another place were not schemes he 
tolerated or would adopt, but never from 
the beginning to the end of his speech 
did he make a single practical suggestion 
for increasing our means of military de- 
fence. In that it seems to me the speech, 
of which I otherwise have nothing to com- 
plain, suffered from a disease which has 
attacked many speeches made in the 
course of these debates, that they have 
been critical but not constructive ; and at 
this time we specially want constructive 
suggestions, and mere criticism, barren 
criticism, is largely thrown away. We 
have no bigoted affection for our plan. | 
do not for a moment contend that it will 
do more than fill up in a not wholly satis- 
factory way the great gaps the war in 
South Africa has left in our defence, and 
we would welcome from any quarter of 
the House practical suggestions by which 
that plan might he improved. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Irish 
Volunteers. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: But however 


valuable speeches may have been, our 
hopes of constructive suggestions have 
heen disappointed, and I am only sorry 
the right hon. Gentleman, making as he 
did a speech wholly without party bias, 
or at any rate not couched in contro- 
versial terms, moderate in its tenor and 
admirably_free from any note of panie—I 
can only regret that, making a speech 
having all these merits, the right hon. 
Gentleman was not able to add anything, 
so far as I know, to the scheme we have 
laid before the House, or in any way to 
aid the Government in the difficult and 
heavy task which has been thrown upon 
their shoulders. 


*Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
Now that we have had the opportunity 
of considering the scheme which has been 
laid before us by the Government, and the 
further advantage of hearing and reading 
speeches of great importance made, not 
only in another place, but also here by 
the Leader of the House and the Leader 
of the Opposition, I desire to offer a few 
criticisms with reference*to the scheme as 
a whole. I think it will not be denied 
that it has not created much enthusiasm 
throughout the country at large. I have 
no desire to criticise the scheme in any 
unfriendly spirit, but the scheme as a 
whole, as it has been developed and put 
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forward by the hon. Gentleman the Under | 


Secretary of State for War, seemed to be 
very much like the prospectus of a com- 
pany promoter. It consisted in a great 
measure of “ castles in the air,” and unless 
the Under Secretary of State for War has 
some fairy godfather I fail to see how the 
scheme he developed is to be brought into 
operation. The fairy godfather in his 
case may be said to be Patriotism. I do 
not deny that a great wave of patriotism 
is now passing over the country. But if 
we are a patriotic people we are at the 
same time a practical and _ businesslike 
people, and with regard to some of the 
views put forward in connection with the 
Volunteers, and more especially in con- 
nection with obtaining a sufficient number 
of recruits, the anticipations of the hon. 
Gentleman the Under Secretary of State 
for War may be said in a great measure 
to be based on imagination. I am not one 
of those who are going to complain of 
the expansion of the Empire. I believe 
you cannot avoid the responsibility. 
If we are to be, as we are now, the 
greatest commercial nation of the world, 
and maintain command of the seas, we 
cannot do so without great risk of expan- 
sion of our Empire, in order to neutralise 
the expansion which other nations seek. 
My complaint is that the Government of 
the day has failed to take this state of 
things into consideration in conjunction 
with their state of military preparations. 
There will be, I am afraid, a tendency to 
go back to the old happy-go-lucky style 
without initiating a scheme of complete 
reform of our military system. I desire 
to look at the scheme from two points 
of view—first of all as an emergency 
measure, and secondly as a scheme of 
home defence. I ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War first, what is the 
object of putting in this 110,000 men as 
being still in the country belonging to the 
regiments ? Does he not know that of this 
number 98,000 consist of immature men, 
that is to say, boys, and of men invalided 
or who from a physical point of view are 
not fitted for service abroad’? Under those 
circumstances there would not be any 
advantage derived by the forces from 
having alarge number of men not fit to 
go to the front at the present moment. 
[If they are not fit to go to the front in 
South Africa they are not fit to defend us 
in this country. Then with regard to 
the fifteen new battalions, where are they 
to come from? Where is the hon. 
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Gentleman going to get 50,000 men in 
the course of twelve months? Fifty 
thousand men will be necessary to keep 
up those fifteen battalions, together with 
the general recruiting. 

THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. WynpHAm, Dover): I 
obtained 40,000 men last year. 


*CapTAIN NORTON: Quite so; but 
how many will be wanted this year? You 
require 15,000 men to form the new 
battalions, and, in addition to that, you 
want sufficient to feed the army in South 
Africa. We may have to send out another 
50,000 men to South Africa, and shortly 
after another 50,000, owing to the difficult 
character of the country and the difficulty 
of safeguarding the lines of communica- 
tion, and the number of troops required 
will be very large. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition made a 
suggestion with regard to recruiting, but 
he did not solve the question. Now, there 
are others who believe there is a solution 
to the question, and that solution is un- 
doubtedly to have a Volunteer army, 
which shall be highly paid, and to have as 
an adjunct to that army forces for home 
service, and for home service only. | 
shall be told, perhaps, that the Volunteer 
forces and the Militia will answer that 
purpose ; but is it possible for Volunteers 
to give the necessary time to become 
etticient soldiers? My suggestion, there- 
fore, is that instead of attempting to 
increase the Volunteers and Militia in 
great numbers, the right hon. Gentleman 
should weed out those who cannot follow 
up the plan he has laid down, and there 
is no doubt the Volunteer force would be 
a better force if it was not so large, but 
more efficient. Now, the standard of 
troops has been lowered to 5ft. 2in. in order 
to obtain drivers in the artillery, who 
do the hardest work in the Army. There 
are a large number of undersized men in 
the country who are not fit to do the 
work of artillery drivers, but would be 
of undoubted use as mounted infantry. 
Does it not occur to every Member of the 
House that a large number of the men 
expected to form Reserve battalions 
are married and settled down, and 
are not likely to leave their present 
positions for the sake of the £30 
bounty which it is suggested should be 
offered 2? Furthermore, it would be a 
very expensive force, seeing that this 
bounty means a sum of nearly £1,000,000 
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added to the Estimates. As regards the 
Militia, where are those 30,000 men, of 
whom that branch of the service is short 
at the present time, to come from ? This 
question of producing recruits for the 
Army, Militia, and Volunteers resembles 
a game of “post.” Certainly, as regards 
the two first of those categories, almost 
the whole of the recruits come from the 
same class; while as for the men in the 
Volunteer artillery coming out for three 
months, the idea is preposterous. Where 
are the men to come from who have 
three months leisure to give to military 
duties in the course of the year? The 
Under Secretary for War stated that his 
scheme as regards the Volunteers had 
been so arranged in order that certain 
regiments in certain districts—presumably 
mining and other districts where men 
could spare the time—might be able to go 
in for the month’s training, and that 
where battalions could not go for the 
larger period they might go for the 
shorter time. It is extremely doubtful 
whether even in this year and under the 
present circumstances you will get many 
hattalions to camp out for more than one 
week, and then it is only right that they 
should be paid handsomely. I would 
advocate as a minimum that £1 per man 
should be added to the capitation grant. 
As regards the cavalry, of which I may be 
presumed to know something, the idea of 
producing these proposed extra regiments, 
even in the current year, is ludicrous to 
the last degree. If we were able to pro- 
cure the very best class of men, the men 
most likely to produce cavalry soldiers, 
the most efficient cavalry officers in the 
Empire could not train them to a state of 
efficiency by the end of the year. There 
is One very important portion of the 
service which has not been alluded to, in 
which I take some interest, and the defi- 
ciencies in which I have pointed out year 
after year—the Army Medical Depart- 
ment. Iwas told in this House that two 
army corps could be despatched to South 
Africa complete in all respects, including 
the Army Medical Department, and yet 
no sooner has war broken out than we 
have to draw upon the civilian element. 
{ do not mean to infer that the civilian 
clement is not thoroughly competent in 
all respects, but there are administrative 
duties in connection with the Army 
Medical Department, and those who have 
no training as regards administrative 
duties cannot by any possibility be 
VOL. LXXIX. [FourtH Series. ] 
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expected to discharge them efficiently 
As far as the question of home defence is 
concerned this scheme is a transparent 
fraud, and is merely throwing dust into 
the eyes of the people of England. You 
talk about 400,000 men. Those 400,000 
men exist only on paper. They have 
neither transport nor guns, and the 
necessary transport and guns cannot be 
produced without months and months of 
hard work. As has been stated before, 
our real defence lies in the Fleet, and I 
hope when the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty brings in his Estimates we shall 
see that something is being done with 
reference to the Reserve Fleet, and the 
question of producing a full supply of 
men to man the fleet in case of emer- 
gency. There are other matters in which 


Estimates. 


the Army can co-operate with the 
Navy. I take it as a foregone con- 
clusion that mine fields have been 


laid down in all our great harbours, 
and that steps have been taken to place 
quickfiring guns in all our forts. But 
even then it is absolutely necessary that 
you should have a mobile force complete 
in all particulars, as to both guns and _ to 
transport ; otherwise, in the event of a 
mishap to your Fleet, your 400,000 men 
in the auxiliary forces, including the 
remnant of the Regular Army still with 
us, would be perfectly useless. There is 
another point to which I have not yet 


alluded. The Volunteers happen to be 
at this moment 75,000 below their 
strength. I would be glad to know, with 


the present crisis in view, how many of 
those 75,000 have been procured, and 
whether we are likely to obtain that 
number when we are at the same time 
making greater demands upon that force 
both as to efficiency and as to the length 
of time the men must serve. I[ can only 
say that if the Government succeed in 
sending the necessary number of troops 
to South Africa, in filling up the voids in 
the Militia, at the same time creating 
this force of cavalry, and bringing up the 
Volunteers to full strength, in my opinion 
the miracles of Bible history will sink 
inte insignificance compared with the 
miracle which will then have been per- 
formed by Her Majesty’s Government. 
I have already alluded to weeding out 
the Volunteers, but may I venture to 


suggest with reference to that particular 


service that some attempt should be 
made to form a Volunteer reserve, com- 


posed of men between the ages of twenty 


I 
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and thirty-five years, who shall be 
bachelors, get a larger capitation grant, 
and be drafted into what I will 
call a_ first-class Volunteer _ reserve. 
There are many men in this country with 
fixed occupations, who, while they loathe 
barrack life, would be extremely anxious 
to see active service. Many of these men 
exist in the Volunteers, and that they 
would be glad of such an opportunity has 
been proved by the way in which they 
have volunteered for the front in the 
present emergency. They would, of 
course, be men in the prime of life and of 
the highest efficiency. As the men 
married or their avocations became such 
as to prevent their going to the front 
they would fall into, so to speak, a second 
class Volunteer reserve, and be liable for 
garrison duty at home. Then I would 
strongly advocate the advisability of 
forming standing camps in as_ close 
proximity as needs be to the large centres 
of population, so that there should be 
great facilities for Volunteers to go under 
canvas for a few days whenever they had 
the opportunity. It would not only 
please the Volunteers, but add greatly to 
their efficiency, if some officer cognisant 
of the views and ideas of that force was 
put upon the staff at the Horse Guards, 
assisted by other officers equally con- 
versant with the Volunteer movement. 
But the most important pomt concerning 
detail which I should like to bring to the 
notice of the hon. Gentleman is the ques- 
tion of the supply of officers. If there is 
one thing more than another that would 
popularise both the Militia and the 
Volunteer forces as regards officers, it 
would be the giving of a certain number 
of commissions, not only to the junior 
ranks, but here and there a certain pro- 
portion to officers in the higher ranks 
of those forces. There are many 
men now serving in those branches of the 
service who by accident have not been 
able to enter the Regular Army, but who 
would make great sacrifices to do so, and 
it would certainly give a tremendous 
incentive to the entire force if some small 
proportion of picked men in the Militia 
and the Volunteers were selected at the 
present time for commissions in the 
Regular Army. I have already urged the 
advisability of promoting men from the 
ranks, and the hon. Gentleman gave me 
a pledge that that would be done. But 
several months have now elapsed since 
the outbreak of hostilities, during which 
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many non-commissioned officers have 
greatly distinguished themselves, and the 
country is waiting to see when they are 
to be rewarded. It is a question in 
which the country feels the deepest 
interest. There are many men in the 
non-commissioned ranks who are admir- 
ably fitted for the positions of officers, and 
I would suggest that those who have so 
distinguished themselves should be pro- 
moted at once, or with the least possible 
delay. There is one aspect of the ques- 
tion concerning which we have had no 
information whatever, and that is the 
question of the expense. Not the slightest 
indication has been given as to the 
approximate cost of this entire scheme 
when carried out. I have always thought 
the late Commander-in-chief of the British 
Army put the matter very concisely 
when he said that it was for the British 
nation to consider whether they were pre- 
pared to pay the blood tax, or what pro- 
portion they would pay in hard zash. Our 
military expenditure may be enormous, 
but I am disposed to think that, all things 
considered, the people of this country 
would rather pay a very much larger sum 
in taxation than be obliged to undergo 
any form of conscription. The Leader of 
the House said that the scheme had not 
been shaken in any respect. I think he 
takes a somewhat hopeful view of the 
situation. Many of us cannot see where 
the men are to come from to fill up the 
Regular Army, while as regards the 
Auxiliary forces the consensus of opinion 
throughout the country is that the scheme 
is impossible. However, I hope the 
Under Secretary for War will do me the 
honour of paying some attention to the 
few suggestions I have ventured to offer. 
I think he will agree that I have not 
attempted to criticise his scheme from any 
party point of view or in any really un- 
friendly spirit. 


*Mnr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): | 
think the country has received with satis- 
faction the proposals of the Government, 
and I hope measures will be taken to put 
our Army in as strong a position as the 
Navy has been put in recent years. When 
I hear that the Army has been increased 
by twelve battalions, when I bear in mind 
that last year the increase was only to the 
extent of three battalions, and even then 
there was a great difficulty in raising them, 
I cannot help thinking that if we are to 
increase our Army by twelve battalions 
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we shall have to increase the rate of pay. 


The hon. Gentleman has already said | 


something about increasing the pay. Ina 
year like the present, when menareanxious 
to join the colours, it may not be difficult 
to raise this number, but in ordinary 
years we shall not get them without 
making the pay higher. Throughout the 
country labourers are getting higher 
wages than formerly, and when we have 
to compete with labour we cannot expect 
them to join the colours under present 
conditions. But there is a very important 
matter to be considered before we increase 
the Army, and that is we must build 
barracks for them. I remember the class 
of huts at Aldershot, which were not 
fit to house anybody. They were erected 
after the Crimean War, and had been 
made to last over thirty years. There- 
fore, I say that before we raise these 
twelve new battalions barracks should be 
built to house them. Farm labourers 
have to be well housed, and the only way 
to get them is to give them good houses 
to live in. I am perfectly certain that 
you cannot attract men to the colours 
unless you provide them with good 
barracks. With regard to the Auxiliary 
forces, | am glad to hear that the Artillery 
is to be increased, because it is one of the 
most important branches of the service. 
I should like to ask if my hon. friend 
intends to take steps to provide them 
with modern guns and ammunition. — [| 
do not wish to go into the details now as 
to the ammunition or guns, because the 
country is now at a very critical stage, 
and the hon. Gentleman would not like 
to expose his hand to foreign critics. | 
should like the authorities at the War 
Office to consider what would have been 
our position at the beginning of this war 
if we had not been able to borrow guns 
from the Navy. I think the Army ought 
to have a very good reserve of guns, 
and it is a very dangerous policy 
to borrow from the Navy, because 
in certain circumstances the Navy might 
have required those guns. | merely throw 
this out as a suggestion, for this war has 
certainly brought home to us the fact that 
unless we have a good reserve supply of 
guns and ammunition for the Army and 
the Navy, we might find ourselves in a 
very serious position when opposed to 
foreign countries. It has been said that 
the Militia have to go out for five or six 
months training. This is an exceptional 


year, and [ have no doubt employers will 
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allow them to go. I understood also that 
in future years the Militia period of 
training is to be increased, and instead of 
going out for twenty-eight days they are 
to go out for about three months. I 
hope my hon. friend will clearly state 
whether that is not the intention. That 
is the impression in the country, because 
I have received a letter from a gentleman 
asking if it is true that the Militia have 
to go out for three months, and stating 
that if it is so it would be impossible for 
farm labourers to join the Militia. If the 
hon. Gentleman will make it clear that it 
is only in case of emergency that this is 
so, I think it will tend to assure em- 
ployers throughout the country. There 
is now a very strong patriotic feeling in 
the country, but I believe that at the 
present time the Militia are 30,000 short 
of their establishment, and employment is 
good in all parts of the country. Of 
course when there is an emergency like 
the present and the men are called for, I 
have no doubt that they will respond 
readily to the call, but when wages are 
higher in all other industries, so the 
wages of the Militia will have to be 
higher before you can substantially in- 
crease the service. I desire to ask my 
hon. friend what he proposes to do with 
the reserve of officers, for at present there 
are a great many men who retire in 
the prime of life. I heard of a 
man, forty-two years of age, who is a 
retired captain in the Army. — Surely 
such gentlemen in the reserve of officers 
ought to be called up to be officers in the 
Auxiliary forces, or to serve in some 
other department. A great many of our 
retired officers are receiving high rates 
of pensions, and are doing nothing. If 
you encourage them by a payment of 
about another £50 a year they would, no 
doubt, be glad to undertake this work. 
I cannot help thinking that it would be a 
much wiser policy to employ these 
officers, if not in our Regular forces, at 
any rate to ofticer the Auxiliary forces. 
My hon. friend alluded in his speech 
the other night to the country gentlemen, 
and said he hoped they would stand by 
the Government in this emergency and 
try and supply men to the Volunteers. 
[ am quite sure that the country gentle- 
men have done that. Men have flocked 
to the colours of all kinds, and I know 
rich men who have gone out to South 
Africa to serve as ordinary troopers in 
the Yeomanry, and all honour to them 
I 2 
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for doing so. I know of farmers’ sons | 
who have given up their business 
and joined the Yeomanry to fight the 
hattles of their country, and the men 
of all classes in the rural districts have 
nobly responded to the call of duty, and 
[ believe that in any year of emergency 
my hon. friend may call upon them to 
join and they will readily do so. When 
my hon. friend’s turn comes to make a 
speech I hope he will state clearly that 
when these men are called upon to join 
the colours and go out for five or six 
months it is only in case of an emergency, 
and that the Volunteers are to go under 
canvas for one month only this year, 
and that in after years they will not be 
asked to go under canvas for a longer 
period than they have hitherto done. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): It seems 
to me that in the speeches we have heard 
up to the present we are having a rehash 
of the debate which has been now ex- 
tended over three days. Our object to- 
night is to vote a very large sum of money | 
asked for by the Government for this 
war, and I should like to draw attention 
to the amount of this Vote in order that 
we mav do our duty in regard to these 
large sums which have to be paid by this 
country. It is said that the country is 
willing to pay anything that is necessary 
for the war, but this does not do away 
with the right of criticism on our part as 
to the amount, and as to che form in 
which the Vote is asked for. I have tried 
to get some answer from the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War with regard to 
the particulars which have been given to 
the House, but so far the answer I have 
received is very unsatisfactory. They 
make one thing clear, and that is that 
with regard to the particulars of the ex- 
penditure which we may obtain this 
afternoon we shall be unable to get sutti- 
cient information to enable these matters 
to be fully considered by this House. The 
hon. Member told me yesterday that details 
of every sixpence of the expenditure would 
be published. The particulars would, 
however, be published about two years 
hence, and I do no; think anyone will 
consider it worth while to liscuss them 
then. Therefore, let us take th: only 
opportunity we have got, and look at 
this large sum, and perhaps the Govern- | 
ment will be able to throw a little 
more ligit upon it. The Vote is, 
for £13,000,000, but the Paper deals 
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with £23,000,000, which includes 
£10,000,000 voted in the short session 
last year, The original Estimates amounted! 
to £20,000,000, but now the Estimates. 
are increased to £43,000,000. I think 
some idea of the necessity for further 
information on the subject will be obtained 
if hon. Members will look at the large 
book published containing full details of 
the Army Estimates in regard to the 
expenditure of the first £10,000,000, 
whereas we get nothing but this wretched 
little leaflet-—which is a mere skeleton 
outline—about the other £13,000,000. I 
would like to ask one or two questions 
about this. How has the amount of 
£23,000,000 heen fixed upon ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN : Order, order! 
The hon. Gentleman is entitled to speak 
about the £13,000,000, but he cannot go 
back to the £10,000,000, because that 
has already heen disposed cf. 


Mr. LOUGH: Then I desire to know 
how this £13,000,000 has been arrived at. 
The hon. Member told us that the first 
£10,000,000 was based on estimates 
made when this question was first brought. 
before the House. But all the estimates. 
of the Government have been wrong in 
regard to this war, and surely some more 
details should be given to us of the basis 
upon which this large sum has been 
I would just like to draw 
attention to the form in which the par- 
ticulars are given to us. It is a sort 
of imitation in blank of the Army Esti- 
mates. There are altogether thirteen Votes 
in the Army Estimates, and all of them 
are increased in this Paper. Some of them 
are increased by very large amounts, andi 
amounts so large that surely some further 
explanation ought to be given about 
them. Vote 1 is increased by about 
£3,000,000, and I would like to ask a 
little information on this subject of the 
pay of our soldiers. How has this 
excess been arrived at ? Perhaps only 
£2,000,000 refers to the present Vote,. 
but wherever the excess may be, I should 
like to know something about the cal- 
culation that has been made. I am sure: 
the country would like to know a little 
more about the question of the pay of 
the soldiers. One of the most effective 
ways of getting men for the Army 
would be, without going so far as to pay 
them on the scale of artisans, to show a: 
little more liberality in the pay of the: 
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soldiers. That is a question which comes 
up very strongly in connection with the 
arrangements being made in regard to 
the present war. I desire to ask how 
will the Volunteers and Yeomanry and 
-other additional forces sent out be paid ! 
With regard to the colonial troops, will 
‘they be paid by this country as well as 
hy the colonies ? Allusion has already 
been made to this subject, and I think 
we ought to have some more information 
upon It. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It has been under- 
stood throughout that they will be paid 
from the Imperial revenue. 


Mr. LOUGH: I was going to say that 
the hon. Gentleman has made allusion to 
this point, but his interjection shows that 
he deprecates criticism on this question. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not deprecate 
criticism. If the hon. Gentleman has an 
alternative proposal let him state it, but 
let him not suggest that [ have not given 
facts when I have given them. 


Mr. LOUGH : [ have not the slightest 


intention of reflecting on the hon. 
Gentleman. There is, however, a great 


deal of dissatisfaction in the minds of 
ordinary soldiers because they are only 
getting a small amount of pay 
while they are fighting with equal 
gallantry with other men receiving four 
or five times more pay. I may have been 
misinformed, but | am told that is true, 
and if the hon. Gentleman would 
throw some light on it it would be 
a considerable satisfaction. | Anything 
which tends to create dissatisfaction in 
the minds of men fighting for the country 
should, if possible, be avoided. I observe 
that the Vote for medical services is 
increased by £70,000, making in all an 
increase of £120,000. I am sure the 
country would like a little information 
regarding this Vote. I have already 
observed that the hospital work is being 
well dove, and that those great surgeons 
who have gone out deserve a great deal of 
credit. But the amount now asked for 
appears very small considering how 
disastrous the war has been. I cannot 
think that £70,000 now with £50,000 
before is sufficient, considering the extra 
work which has been and will be 
thrown on the Medical Department 
up to March 31st, and I would ask) 
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the hon. Gentleman to tell us how 
this estimate has been arrived at. There 
are three other Votes to which I will 
jointly refer—namely, the Votes for the 
Militia, the Yeomanry, and ths Volun- 
teers. I am astonished that the Vote for 
the Yeomanry is increased by only 
£5,000, and that for the Volunteers by 
only £15,000, up to March 31st. After 
all we have heard in"these debates, these 
increases seem to me to be extremely 
small, but perhaps the smallness of the 
items may be explained by the fact that 
the pay is included in another Vote. 
Still I think the increase for the 
Yeomanry is exceedingly small, and | 
hope the hon. Gentleman will throw 
some light on it. That increase is as 
strikingly small as the next Vote—the 
Vote for transport—is strikingly large. 
An increase of £5,000,000 is asked for 


transport, making £10,000,000  alto- 
gether. We have not had any explana- 


tion of this Vote. Ido not think it was 
referred to in October, and some details 
regarding it would be acceptable to the 
Committee. There have been some very 
unpleasant criticisms regarding the inade- 
quate arrangements for the transport of 
horses, and in some of the transports 
there was a great deal of suffering and 
many horses were lost. I believe, how- 
ever, there has been a considerable im- 
provement, and if some details were given 
as to the steps taken to provide suitable 
transports they would be received with 
satisfaction. In connection with this Vote 
there has been a great deal of criticism as 
to the ships which were chartered, and 
the very extravagant rates which were 
paid, but I can imagine the difficulty of 
getting everything ready in a_ hurry. 
lowever, a statement as to the principle 
on which the Admiralty and the War 
Office acted in the. matter would be 
acceptable. The only other item to 
which I wish to direct attention is the 
increase for arms and ammunition. | 
wish to ask if the chief expenditure has 
been at Woolwich, and if at Woolwich, 
has the staff been greatly increased or has 
it worked a longer number of hours. 
In putting these questions I desire to say 
that I readily appreciate that the money 
cost of the war is the smallest cost. The 
country has incurred a far greater cost in 
loss of life ; but, nevertheless, if the hon. 
Gentleman would give us information on 
the points I have mentioned it would be 
received with satisfaction, 
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Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I do 
not wish to criticise the Estimates in 
any way, because I am quite satisfied 
that all the country desires is that the 
Government should ask for everything 
necessary in order to bring this war 
to a complete and satisfactory _ ter- 
mination. I should like, however, to 
say that I consider this arrangement 
entirely as an emergency arrangement. 
I consider that this large expenditure— 
which I think not too large—must be 
regarded as an emergency expenditure, 
and that the country feels that it is 
voting this money willingly and un- 
grudgingly on the distinct understanding 
that when the war is over there will be a 
complete inquiry into everything that has 
taken place. There are many questions 
which we have no right in the public 
interest to inquire into at present, but 
which we are bound to inquire into later, 
not factiously, but with a very serious 
mind, and in voting for this money and 
for everything else the Government want 
to carry on the war I am _ voting 
on the distinct understanding that 
all these arrangements are  tem- 
porary, and that when the war 
is over there will be a complete inquiry 
into all these matters. Nothing less will 
satisfy the country. To suppose that the 
scheme before us is for the future manage- 
ment of our Army seems to me quite out 
of the question. Everyone will agree 
that the various items which the Under 
Secretary for War said were to be perma- 
nent should be permanent in any scheme, 
such as the large increase in artillery, 
which was obvious. But what I feel, 
and what I am sure my constituents feel, 
is that in doing everything we can 
to support the Government we dis- 
tinctly understand that as soon as the 
war is over there must be a complete 
investigation, and that steps will be taken 
to render it impossible that the mis- 
fortunes which have happened in this war 
shall happen again. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): The 
hon, Gentleman the Under Secretary for 
War stated this evening that he always 
endeavoured to give information courte- 
ously. For my part, and I think I may 
also speak for my colleagues in the matter, 
we have never received from the hon. 
Gentleman anything but courtesy. Our 
experience of the hon. Gentleman goes 
back to the troubled days when he was 
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private secretary to the First Lord of the 
Treasury, when the right hon. Gentleman 
was at the Irish Office, and I think I may 
say without fear of contradiction that 
even in those days our communications. 
to him were always treated with courtesy. 
I have listened for many years to the 
criticisms passed in this House by 
military Members and others with 
regard to the military organisation 
of this country. There was one test as 
to whether these criticisms were valuable 
or not, and that test was the stern reality 
of war, not with Dervishes, but with 
a civilised foe, and I am bound to admit 
that the actual reality of war has proved 
that these criticisms, and perhaps 
especially the criticisms of the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Belfast, had a great deal of 
truth in them [ think the Government 
will have very little or no trouble in 
getting this sum or any other sum they 
ask for during the war fever. For my 
part I regret it, but I know that, whether 
the Government are right or wrong, hon. 
Members will support them. As a 
man said to me, “It is all very 
well to support your friends, but the 
support we want is to be supported when 
we are in the wrong.” What has this 
country to gain by this war, and this vast 
expenditure? It has no glory to gain 
from an unjustifiable and unwarrantable 
war, which was entered into in the in- 
terests not of the people, but of the capi- 
talists of this country. 1 must say that 
the criticisms of hon. Members in this 
House have been free from the vulgarity 
prevailing in this country at present. 
Hon. Members have not endeavoured 
to run down the merits of their foe, 
and I think it is only dignified 
and honourable that the Boers should 
be regarded as afoe worthy of your steel. 
I trust a large part of the money voted 
will be devoted to medical appliances. 
The Boers have proved themselves not 
only brave but humane. Their treatment 
of the British prisoners who have fallen 
into their hands redounds to their credit, 
and their consideration for them has been 
greater than you have shown towards 
3oer prisoners. You have put these 
Boer prisoners on board ship, where they 
have little or no exercise, and the very 
fact of being on board ship is a penalty 
to some people. I was very glad to hear 
the First Lord say that arrangements 
have been made for placing these Boer 
prisoners on land, and I only regret that 
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these were not made long since. The 
treatment which the Boers have meted 
out to your prisoners, and the dignified 
reception they have given them in Pre- 
toria, prove that these men, heroic and 
gallant in the field, know how to behave 
to brave men who fall into their hands. 
Of course, we hear stories of the Boers 
firing on the white flag. I am not in- 
clined to believe them. I firmly believe 
that many of these incidents occurred 
from misapprehension ; and coming from 
a country which has been maligned in 
the same manner, we on these benches 
discount a good many of the reports of 
outrages by the Boers. I want to know 
what praise is to be gained by this war ? 
Had anyone told you last October 
that the Boers, who had then invaded 
your territory, would be still there at this 
date, you would have said he was a fool. 
The Boers have proved themselves worthy 
of independence, and of their share of 
victory, which I, for my part, hope they 
will obtain in the struggle in which 
they are now engaged It may be 
asked what interest we Irish Members 
have in this war? Well, we have 
a very substantial interest—a dismal 
interest as well—that Irish blood is 
being poured out on both sides in what 
we believe to be a most unjustifiable war. 
If diplomatists had used the language 
which soldiers in this House have used 
we would not have been at war to-day ; 
hut the melancholy fact is that the diplo- 
matic language and speeches of the 
Colonial Secretary were worthy of a Cheap 
Jack. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 

knows that he is not entitled to enter 
into that question. I have mentioned 
that several times, and he must confine 
himself to the Vote under discussion. 


Mr. POWER: I recognise, Mr. 
Lowther, what you have said, and I will 
try and confine myself to the lines you 
have laid down. In this large Vote we 
are asked to pass I find a considerable 
sum for Volunteers. Well, in that 
matter we have no interest, although we 
shall be called upon to pay the piper for 
your Volunteers. I suppose it will be 


recognised that the Protestant Volunteers 
in Ireland in 1782 produced Grattan’s 
Parliament, and if those Volunteers had 
not been disbanded the Union would not 
have been carried. 


We are called upon 
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to pay an enormous proportion of the cost 
of this war, with which we have no 
sympathy ; and the most aggravating 
part of it is that you know you are 
calling upon us to pay an unfair pro- 
portion. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I must ask the 
hon. Member to adhere to the ordinary 
rules of debate. If he does not intend to. 
approach the Vote under discussion he 
must resume his seat. 


Mr. POWER: We all know that we 
pay a proportion of this large sum which 
is absolutely beyond our capacity ; but if 
you, Mr. Lowther, lay down the ruling 
that I cannot enter on to that subject I 
will not persevere. My hon. friends 
beside me think it their duty to protest 
by every means in their power against 
this war, which we believe might have 
been avoided, and which is_ bringing 
untold suffering on many of our people. 
Whether it be pleasant or unpleasant, we 
will be bound to vote at every opportunity 
against the continuance of the war, which 
brings you no glory, and us unbearable 
expense. 


*Mr. PENN (Lewisham): The Under 
Secretary for War has spoken of the very 
large increase in the artillery, the supply 
of which is putting pressure on the 
Department at Woolwich. I would sug- 
gest that the supply of guns might be 
met by tapping fresh sources. It is 
within my own knowledge that at the 
time of the Crimean War a large demand 
was made on the marine engineering 
firms in this country—so large that they 
were unable to meet it themselves. They 
got over the difficulty, however, by dis- 
tributing working drawings and gauges 
to engineers in places unconnected in 
every way with marine engineering, 
and so got pieces of machinery which 
they put together. I venture to state 
that if the War Office took some such 
line as that, they might obtain from 
private manufacturers, altogether uncon- 
nected with ordnance making, who were 
not able or willing to undertake the pro- 
duction of complete guns, pieces of guns 
which could be put together and finished 
at Woolwich. By such a system the 
pressure at Woolwich, Elswick, and other 
places where artillery is manufactured, 
might be very largely relieved. The hon. 
Gentleman has asked for practical sugges- 
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tions, and I venture to throw this out for 
the consideration of the War Office. 

*Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I have endeavoured to get some informa- 
tion from the Under Secretary for War 


by questions as to the treatment of some | 
regiments of Irish Militia, but have failed, | 


and if we do not get that information I 
shall later on move the reduction of this 
Vote. Isee it has been stated in the press in 
England and Ireland that undue pressure 
has been put upon these Irish Militia 
regiments to induce or compel them to 
volunteer for service at the front. People 
like myself, who are not versed in military 
matters, would like to know what are the 
legal methods by which Militia regiments 
raised in Ireland and transported to 
England can be compelled to go abroad 
on active service. I do not lay anything 
against the hon. Gentleman the Under 
Secretary himself ; but there seems to me 
an organised system of evasion in the War 
Office to prevent a straight explanation 
being given. It is in the interest of the 
War Office to state plainly what the law 
is. It is reported that the men of a regi- 
ment of Militia now stationed at Sheffield 
were by some means, by hook or by crook, 
induced to consent togo abroad. It is to the 
credit of an Irish journal that it put before 
the men their rights on this matter, and 
the conductors of that journal were accused 
of disloyalty, and all sorts of attacks 
were made upon them in the London 
press. Surely the representatives of the 
Irish people in this House are within 
their rights in following these poor Militia- 
men to Shettield or Dover, and giving 
them the protection which the law pro- 
vides, just as they would have done in 
Ireland. I understand that the North 
Cork Militia, now stationed at Dover, is 
under orders to go to South Africa on the 
21st inst. From statements in the press 
and letters from the mer themselves we 
are told that the men had no knowledge 
whatever of the intention to send them 
abroad, and that if the question was put 
to them as to whether they would volun- 
teer for foreign service they either did not 
hear it or did not understand it. Well, 
if that be true, I say it is monstrous. | 
do not profess to havea knowledge of 
milltary law, but I have consulted the 
authorities on the subject. The official 
“ Manual of Military Law,” issued by the 
War Office, at page 812 says that the 
Militia cannot be taken out of the home 
Mr. Penn. 
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district without the voluntary offer of 
such Militia ; and every Militiaman must 
have the fact that his offer must be 
entirely voluntary explained to him by 
the commanding officer previous to any 
acceptance of such offer by the Sovereign. 
Here are the precise words of the Act— 


“A commanding officer shall not certify any 
voluntary offer previously to his having ex- 
plained to every person offering so to serve 
that the offer is a purely voluntary one on his 
part.” 


Now I want to know, did every com- 
manding officer in every Irish Militia 
regiment in England comply with that 
law? If he did not, surely the word 
“kidnapping” could alone properly 
describe net only their being taken out 
of England, but out of their own country. 
Another authority, Gunter’s “ Outlines 
of Military Law,” says—‘“ The main 
principle of the English recruiting system 
is voluntary enlistment.” Then the 
author goes on to show that no pressure 
is to be exercised to enlist recruits, and 
that “recruiters are forbidden to offer 
any inducements beyond those set forth 
in the pamphlet officially issued by the 
War Office.” Further, “The recruiter 
gives to every man who offers to enlist a 
notice form! setting forth the conditions 
of enlistment and particulars of attesta- 
tion or swearing-in before a justice, and 
time and place of this.” Now, I want to 
know was that notice served on each man 
of the regiment I have mentioned! If 
not, I say not only is the act an illegal 
one, but that these men would be justi- 
fied—and I would take the responsibility 
in advising them to do so—in resisting by 
force any attempt to get them out of the 
country to take part in a war which they 
abhor in their hearts. I will read a letter 
from one of the 3rd Royal Munster 
Fusiliers now stationed at Dover, ad 
dressed to my hon. friend the Member for 
Waterford— 


“ As an Irishman I beg of you to take im- 
mediate steps to help me, and many others 
beside me. We have the name of having 
volunteered for the front. Now, dear Sir, me, 
and many others beside me, were not on 
parade the day we are supposed to have 
volunteered. I went to the orderly-room to 
explain my case, and the sergeant - major 
hunted me away. Weare told here that the 
majority of the regiment takes us all out ; that 
means that if the majority of the regiment 
volunteered the rest are compelled to go. 
Now, dear Sir, Iam not a Reserve man, nor a 
special-service man, and [ must go, but I want 
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you to come to my help, for I did not volun- 
teer. Hoping, dear Sir, that you will take 
some steps in the matter immediately, as the 
regiment leaves on the 21st of this month.” 


That is a letter of a simple man telling a 
tale in hisown way. Perhaps the Under 
Secretary for War will kindly tell us 
what was the plan adopted in getting 
these men to volunteer. My informa. 
tion is that in more than one case the 
regiment was paraded and the colonel did 
not ask the question, “If any man wants 
to go to the front let him step out.” On 
the contrary, he said, “ Those who do not 
wish to go to the front step out.” That 
was done not only in England but at the 
barracks of Templemore. Well, we all 
know what the pride of a soldier, and 
especially that of an [rish soldier, is ; and 
if such a question as that were asked he 
would feel shy of stepping out, in case he 
should be sneered at by his comrades. 
Moreover, he does not know his rights. 
If the authorities which I have quoted are 
right each man should get a separate notice 
informing him that it 1s open to him to go 
or not as he pleases, and that he should have 
three months to determine. I will read 
the authority — 

“On appearing before a magistrate or justice 
of the peace, the latter must see that the man 
is sober and understands what he is doing. 
He is asked if he consents to his enlistinent ; 
but he may reconsider his decision without 
paying any fine. If a recruit objects to his 
attestation, on the grounds of error, ete., within 
three months, his claim must be investi- 
vated at once.” 

I say that if proper inquiry were made it 
would be found that very few of the men 
of the North Cork Militia who were in- 
duced to volunteer to go out to South 
Africa were sober at the time, because 
care was taken by the petty officers to 
ply them withdrink from money which had 
been put into their hands, so that the 
men would not know what they were 
doing. [commend that information to the 
hon. Member for South Belfast, who has a 
horror of whisky, even when diluted with 
30 per cent. of water. Now, how are 
those men, who are at present at Dover, 
but have to go on board ship on the 21st 
inst., to have a chance of deciding within 
three months whether they will go out to 
South Africa or not? I hope that the 


hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary for 
War will tell us how many men in the 
regiment I have mentioned have really, 
in compliance with the law, volunteered 
for this war. 
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Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk): From the point of view 
of a mere civilian who wants value for 
his money in the matter of expendi 
ture, I will not make any destructive 
criticism of the proposals submitted by 
the Government, but I will venture to 
make one or two suggestions as to how 
the evils that I complain of may be 
possibly remedied. The force of which | 
wish to speak is the Militia, of which there 
is a great camp in my constituency, and 
of which [ hear much. There is a sum of 
£250,000 set down in the Estimate for the 
Militia. That appears to me to be either 
too large or too small—too large if the 
Militia is allowed to remain as at present, 
and too small if that force is to be put 
into a state of efficiency. I know it is 
only meant to cover the period to the 
end of the year, but I also know that a 
considerable expenditure will require to 
be made to put it in a state of efficiency. 
The Militia is a very old force. The 
preamble of the Militia Ballot Act of 1802 
says— 

“ Whereas a respectable military foree under 
the command of officers possessing property 
within Great Britain is essential to the con- 
stitution and the Militia, as by law 
established, through its constant readiness on 
short notice for eflectual service, has been found 
of the utmost importance for the internal 
defence of this realm.” 

What is the state at the present moment 
of the Militia? I am not exaggerating 
when I say that it is grossly under its 
strength, that it is inefficiently trained, 
and that it greatly lacks officers, especially 
non-commissioned officers. I do not say 
that the officers and men would not try 
to do their best. [am sure that they 
are quite willing to go out and _ fight 
our battles, but there are not enough 
of them. It is said that the only way to 
remedy that is to put into force the 
Militia Ballot Act. Now, I have tried to 
make out what the exact condition of the 
Militia Ballot is. The foundation of it is 
the Act of 1802, which consists of no fewer 
than 178 clauses. It has been amended 
by three different Acts of very consider- 
able length in 1815, 1852, and 1860; and 
it is perfectly obvious to me that it 
could not be put in force by Royal Pro 
clamation. It is also said that the Militia 
could be brought up to its proper strength 
by paying it Detter ; but the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer would ask, “ Where is 
I say it 


the money to come from ?’ ” 
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might come from those who do not serve 
their country in the ranks of the Army. 
Iam one of those who could not so serve, 


and I would make no objection on that. 


score to pay. If that were done, it 
would have a double effect: it would 
bring the Militia up to its strength, and 
enable the Government to demand from 
the Volunteers, who would also be exempt 
from the tax, a greater efficiency. As 
to the Militia being insufficiently trained, 
the Secretary of State for War might 
remedy that, for he has the power now 
to require from every recruit that he 
should be trained as a recruit for six 
months. But that power is not at present 
exercised. All that the recruit is required 
to do now is to undergo forty-nine days 
drill, with no musketry exercise in the 
first year, and twenty-eight days drill, 
preceded by fourteen days musketry 
instruction, in the second year--that 
is, just about three months training 
in two years; whereas the Secretary 
of State for War might exact 
seven months training in the two 
years. The main point I wish to call 
attention to is the deterioration in the 
non-commissioned ranks of the Militia 
regiments at thismoment. There are two 
classes of sergeants in the Militia—those 
on the permanent staff and the Volunteer 
non-commissioned officers. Now, the 
number of the permanent staff sergeants 
is very often not up to the establishment 
strength, and when they are thoroughly 
established you take them away in order 
to drill the details of the Line battalions. 
The Militia officers are the best men in 
the regiment, and you draft them into the 
Line to such an extent that the unfor- 
tunate colonel of a Militia regiment in 
times like this is left with hardly any 
non-commissioned officers at all. 1 think 
there are many old soldiers in the country 
who would return to drill the Militia if 
inducement was offered to them in the 
shape of benefit, and also if they were 
able to serve for pension on their return. 
There are a great many places in the 
marine store houses now held by men in 
their first terms of service, and all the 
work could be done by these men when 
they ceased to train Militia recruits. 


*Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) 
rose to protest against the Vote. He 
characterised the war as unnecessary and 
unjust, and the speeches made in its 
defence as both unreal and insincere. The 


Mr, Grant Lawson. 
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real motive for the war was easily appa” 
rent to anyone who studied the map- 
The two Republics lay like an egg in the 
midst of British possessions, and when 
the egg was found to be a golden one the 
temptation to the British people to seize 
it was irresistible. In public schools it 
was always considered a mean and paltry 
act for a big boy to beat a little one, but 
here was a nation with 40,000,000 of 
people embarking on a war with one of 
200,000, and using all the might and 
resources of its empire to crush and 
subdue a noble, patriotic, and brave 
peasantry. Whatever the result of the 
war might be, the civilised world would 
condemn the action of Great Britain, 
while the Boers had won for themselves 
immortal honour. 


*Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek) : There 
is no doubt that before this war com- 
menced the Militia was very much under 
its strength; but for many months re- 
cruiting has been exceedingly active, and 
I think the mere fact that thirty battalions 
are either in South Africa or on their 
way or under orders goes to show, at any 
rate, that there are a great number of 
Militia battalions fully up to strength and 


_able to carry themselves bravely along with 


the Line in South Africa. Besides those 
there are six others doing service in the 
Mediterranean, and others, among which 
is my own battalion, are doing service 
elsewhere. With regard to the Militia 
in Ireland being invited to volunteer for 
foreign service, | would just like to say 
that my regiment, now at Newry, was 
called together and the captains of each 
company had to find out from the men, 
individually, whether they would be 
willing to serve in South Africa. Five 
hundred and seventy men expressed their 
willingness to go abroad, and 111 men said 
that they were not willing, some of whom 
afterwards retracted their refusal. The 
rest will, of course, be left at home. If 
the numbers of the Militia are below par 
from time to time it is to a great extent 
due to the recruiting for the Line. I 
recollect the Under Secretary of State for 
War telling us last year that the number 
of Militia recruits in 1898 was 40,000, and 
that of that number no less than 15,000 
passed on into the Line. I see with 
pleasure that the Militia has, almost for 
the first time in its existence, received 
honourable recognition from the War 
Office authorities. This is a great and 
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important fact. The Militia only asked 
for a fair field and no favour. They do 
not want to be patted on the back and 
told that they are fine fellows merely 
hecause they are reacly to do their duty. 
We of the Militia are perfectly satisfied 
that we have a most important place 
among the armed forces of the country, 
and | most warmly support the War 
Ottice in their efforts to make the trans- 
port service more efficient. One word 
more I have to say in regard to the appeal 
given by the First Lord as to increasing 
the supplies of men. There is one 
class of man who has hitherto been 
neglected by the War Office ; I refer to 
the man who has served his twelve years, 
tive years with the colours and seven 
years in the Reserve, and who is then 
absorbed into the civilian ranks. They are 
the most valuable men that the War Office 
could possibly get hold of, and they ought 
never to be allowed to disappear as they do 
into private life. They are discharged at a 
time when they are most fit for military 
service, many of them being no more 
than thirty or thirty-one years of age ; 
they are men knowing their work, and 
who, if they could only be given a small 
bounty, might be held over and brought 
into the reserve force of the country for 
six or seven years further service. I do 
earnestly appeal to the hon. Gentleman 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
that he will take great care that this very 
valuable class of man is not overlooked 
in the future. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, W.): 
| do not desire to take any prolonged part 
in this debate ; but I must call attention 
to what has taken place this evening in 
one of those conjunctions between the 
two front benches which I| think are 
always sinister and always portend 
some disadvantage of the first magni- 
tude to the public interest in 
regard to the War Office and Army 
matters. The War Office and the Under 
Secretary of State for War once more 
find themselves in agreement over this 
matter; but I have never found any 
particular advantage resulting from an 
agreement between the two front benches. 
Hitherto it has generafly been the pre- 
sumption that when the two front benches 
agree they areright. I hope in the future 
we shall reverse that presumption. The 


right hon. Gentleman the late Secretary 
of State for War spoke of 184,000 men 
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going from this country to South Africa. 
I am sure that was a mere slip, because 
it is absolutely alien to the facts of the 
case ; but slips of that kind are important 
when made by men of the rank of 
an ex-Cabinet Minister. I want to 
point out that so far from that statement 
being true, the whole number of Regular 
troops which have gone from this country 
is something like 85,000. Why I 
attach importance to this is because | see 
plainly that the line of defence to be 
taken up by the War Office is that we 
have had a stupendous call made upon us 
by this war, which would never have 
been made under other circumstances, 
and which could not have been con- 
templated in the past. That is not 
correct. We have sent 85,000 Regular 
troops from this country, and our whole 
Regular resources are alsolutely gone. 
We have stripped the Colonies, we have 
stripped India and the Mediterranean. 
Every man beyond that is an emer- 
gency man, created for a purpose never 
contemplated in any War Office organisa- 
tion. Now, the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite said that we ought to have con- 
templated chis drain upon our Army. 
His whole speech points to that. He 
said that the great responsibilities we 
had undertaken would always lead to 
there being made larger and still larger 
demands upon our troops. But. so far 
from it being true that 85,000 men is 
an exceptional demand, the very next 
time we go to war with any Great 
Power we shall have a demand for 20,000 
men to garrison India, and instead of 
our being able to take men from the 
Mediterranean and elsewhere we shall 
have to reinforce those garrisons. I 


attach great importance to these 
facts, and if we do not _ look 


ahead and prepare for such contingencies 
now, we may say farewell to reforming 
them in the future. I should like to 
remind the House of what is the com- 
plaint we make. We have been told 
to-night that it will be hard to get men 
in the future, and hon. Members have 
been asked for suggestions. I do not 
believe in the sincerity of that request. 
I rather resent it, as everybody knows 
that this is an emergency measure hurried 
through as soon as it can be, in order to 
get whatever advantage we can out of it. 
Well, we have taken 85,000 men out of 
ourArmy. Ishould like to ask—is there 
any sane person who regards with satis- 
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faction the fact that 85,000 men should 
be the product of 185,000? We have 
109,000 men at home, and not one single 
organised unit of that number can be 
used. There is no army in the world 
organised on such a basis that it requires 
109,000 ineffectives to produce 85,000 
effectives. I suggest that our arrange- 
ments should be so altered that the 
185,000 can be utilised in a more generous 
proportion than this. We are told that 
we want to spend more money. Why is 
it that this thing is so expens ve? Why 
is it that we are squandering money like 
water! It is because of the tremendous 
waste of the system. For every 2} men 
—if I may use the expression—whom 
we enlist in the Army, only one single man 
goes into the Reserve. We are squander- 
ing twice the whole enlisted force of the 
Army. We have heard that 40,000 men 
were enlisted last year. How many will 
go out into the Reserve? Something 
like 14,000 men. I would suggest that 
before the Under Secretary comes down 
and asks for twelve more battalions, 
which he won't get, he should apply him- 
self to the problem of how to stop this 
terrific waste, which deprives the Army 
‘of such an enormous number of young 
soldiers. Well, I do not like to submit 
tamely to the proposition adopted by the 
two front benches this evening. This is 
an exaggerated demand which is abso- 
lutely certain to occur again, and at a 
time when probably we shall not be able 
to meet the emergency with the men 
which we have had at our disposal on 
the present occasion in India and the 
Mediterranean. I think my hon. friend 
was misinformed when he told the Com- 
mittee that only four battalions have been 
withdrawn from the Mediterrarean and 
dispatched to South Africa. I believe it 
is nearly double that number. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: When I made that 
statement I was dealing with the original 
call. As a matter of fact 10,000 men 
have been withdrawn from the Mediter- 
ranean. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I am very 
glad my hon. friend has taken the oppor- 
tunity of correcting « misapprehension 
that I know fora fact had been caused 
by his original statement. The figures 
show that the men taken from the 
Mediterranean are very far from being 


the whole of the Mediterranean gar- | 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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rison. But I desire to record my pro- 
test now as to the scheme itself. We 
must take it for what it is worth. I 
believe that the one solid feature about it 
is the creation of the new batteries of 
artillery. I noticed that the Secretary 
of State for War only the other 
day said that it had “struck” the War 
Office that they were lamentably deficient 
in a large number of stores.* That is 
an expression quite worthy of Micawher, 
and it ought surely to be put on record. | 
have been struck by the fact myself, and 
a great many other people whom [| have 
come across have been struck by it. We 
have a right to protest against what 
is almost an impertinence, coming as it 
does from a highly paid and very re- 
sponsible ofticer of the Crown, the Secre- 
tary of State for War. He comes down 
to the House, and without one word of re- 
monstrance says it has “struck” him now, 
in the emergency we are placed in, that 
we are largely deficient in a number ot 
stores. Well, what are we todo? Whom 
are we to trust? Whose business in the 
whole wide world is it to know a thing 
like this if not that of the Secretary of 
State for War? Whom are we to employ 
if the Secretary of State for War cannot 
find out a thing like this till the emergency 
is upon us? Why is it that we are now 
buying guns from Japan? Why are 
our men working night and day at 
Woolwich in the making of small arms 
and some 13,000 rounds of ammunition ! 
Why is it that the great resources of this 
country are strained to the last fibre in 
order to make ourselves equal to this not 
very amazing occasion? I do resent the 
speech of the First Lord of the Treasury 
in his appeal to us for suggestions by way 
of assisting the War Office, who have got 
us into thishole. At present it is their 
business to get us out of it. We are 
ready to support them through thick and 
thin, but I think the expression used by 
the Secretary of State for War is a little 
beyond what is permissible in a great 
Government department; in short, it is 
a mockery to ask us to make suggestions 
in an emergency like this. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) pressed for 
information as to what he described as 
the shady and uncandid manner in which 
the North Cork Militia had been treated, 
* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], vol. Ixxviii., p. 1181. 
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and the reflection which had been cast 
upon the courage of the men. He also 
commented on the large amount of 


£46,000,000 asked for in the expenditure | 


on military preparations, and this at a 
time which, except for the present war, 
might be described as one of comparative 
peace. How much of this expenditure 
was to be considered temporary, and how 
much might be looked upon as_ per- 
manent! The hon. Member was com- 
plaining of the association of officers with 
co-operative supply societies, when—— 


“Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member is not entitled to 
make the same speech to-night that he 
made on Tuesday. I retognise a great 
part of what he has said as having 
heen said on Tuesday, 


Mr. FLYNN said he only wished to 
add that this was not merely a question 
of gigantic expenditure of money and a 
terrible and mournful loss of gallant lives. 
It was a question of principle, and 
historians would hold the Government 
responsible for not foreseeing the 
contingencies of this unjust and wune- 
cessary war. 


*Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): The 
language used by certain hon. Members 
reminds me of similar utterances made 
during the Peninsular War, when people 
thought it was incumbent on the country 
to retire from the Peninsula as soon as 
possible, just as certain people are now 
clamouring for the retirement of the 
British from South Africa. I cannot but 
deprecate the speeches of some leaders of 
public opinion who pander to popular 
excitement and popular nervousness in 
times like the present, and blink the true 
facts of the case. The true position is 
that we have had to meet an enemy in his 
own country, a superior mobile force to 
our own, and entrenched behind strong 
natural fortifications. It is vain under 
such conditions to say that we should 
have commanded success from the very com- 


mencement of the campaign. It appeais to | 


me that we have done everything with the 
means at our disposal that could possibly 
have been expected. I would remind the 


House that a large proportion of the 
200,000 men we shall shortly have in 
Africa will not all be available for fight- 
ing and pushing the war into the enemy’s 
country. A large proportion of these men 
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will be necessarily employed in guarding 
the line of communications, and thus 
the Boers are numerically superior to our 
troops, and have the advantage of attack- 
ing us at points of their own choosing and 
from practically invulnerable natural for- 
tresses. I think it would be wise to 
recognise that our troops are still not 
numerous enough, and that though Lord 
Roberts has so far succeeded in his enter- 
prise that the brilliant march of General 
French has put him in touch with the 
Kimberley garrison, still one success like 
that does not finish a campaign. Large 
demands wil) still be made upon us, and 
I think there is a good deal in the argu- 
ment that another 50,000 men will be re- 
quired to accomplish the task we have set 
ourselves in South Africa. That will not 
be a counsel of perfection, but a counsel 
of common sense ; for the more men we 
have the sooner must be the victory, the 
shorter the campaign, and therefore the 
greater economy in blood and treasure. 
On the question of conscription I think a 
great deal of misconception exists. Con- 
scription means taking men against their 
will, and using them for military service 
either at the Cape, in India, or the 
Soudan. It is a different thing, however, 
inviting men to undergo a certain amount 
of training in the use of the rifle. This. 
becomes obligatory on every citizem 
who has the welfare and security 
of his country at heart. I would 
go further than that and say it would 
be a good thing for the men _ them- 
selves, because at the present time the 
working classes of this country have no. 
occupation whatever for their weekly 
half-holidays other than looking at a foot- 
ball match or something of that sort. 
They do nothing themselves, but I 
suggest they should be given a little drill 
and taught the use of the rifle. If I am 
told that that would be doing no good to 
the military resources of this country,. 
my answer is that whenever you are en- 
gaged in a big struggle you will have so 
go behind your Regular Army and ask for- 
Volunteers. It therefore stands to 
reason that a large body of men familiar 
with the use of the rifle would be far 
| better material and much sooner orga- 
'nised and far more fit to put in the field 
|against whatever enemy you were en- 
| gaged with than a force not so trained. 
| There is one other point, namely, the ques- 
'tion of commissions being given to our 
colonies. Such a proposal is peculiarly: 
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appropriate, seeing the excellent services 
the colonies have rendered in connection 
with this war. I was particularly struck 
by a statement in a letter in Zhe Times 
the other day to the effect that in one 
action when the Yorkshire Regiment lost 
their officers, and for the moment wavered, 
it was acaptain of the New Zealand 
contingent who put himself at the head 
of the troops and called upon them to 
charge. The men followed him and took 
the position. With regard to the Volun- 
teers, I understand that the matters 
which most interest them are the question 
of ranges and the question of expenses. 
I was told the other day at a dinner 
given to the men who were leaving for 
the front that they did not like to feel 
that, owing to the officers having to pay 
out of their own pockets, there was a 
flavour of charity about che system. I 
understand from the statement of the 
hon. Gentleman that the Government are 
prepared to remedy that. There is one 
other point, and that is the question of 
mounted infantry. There are a large 
body of men in this country wh» for 
various reasons do not care for either the 
Yeomanry or the Volunteers, but who 
would be quite prepared to enter. a corps 
of mounted infantry, provided you did 
not make the conditions of service too 
hard and they were not away from their 
homes for too great a length of time. 
With regard to the question of mounting 
these men might I make a suggestion ! 
At the present time certain money prizes 
are given to encourage the breeding of 
horses in this country. I would suggest 
that included in the class of horses for 
which prizes are given should be pony 
sires as well as thoroughbred sires. In 
that way I think you would improve the 
breed of pony required for the mounted 
infantry. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition said that you 
have great difficulty in procuring recruits 
for the Army because you have to com- 
pete with a high labour market. There 
is an answer to that in the fact that in 
the past the Army has stunk in the 
nostrils of the people. In Lancashire it 
has been looked upon as a disgrace for 
any member of a family to join the ranks 
of the Army. Ifa youth enlisted he was 
looked upon as being certain to go to 
perdition, and efforts would be made to 
buy him out. It is quite obvious that 
that feeling is now passing away. The 
interest takenin the Army onall sidesshows 


Mr. Yerburgh. 
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that it will be regarded as an honourable 
profession, and behind that you will have 
a great force, and one you cannot afford 
to despise, namely, the opinion of the 
women of this country. Provided the 
soldier has fair and liberal treatment, has 
ample opportunities given him in after 
life, is looked after when wounded, and 
his family cared for if he is killed, you 
will not have the difficulty in filling the 
ranks that is anticipated by the right hon. 
Gentleman. I thank the Government 
generally for the desire they have shown 
to meet the present situation. The only 
thing I would ask them is to consider 
whether it is not within the bounds of 
their policy to send more men to South 
Africa, not in any spirit of panic, but 
simply on the principle that the more men 
you have there the sooner the campaign 
will be over, the more complete will be 
your victory, and the more economical 
the result both in blood and in money. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
rise for the purpose of taking part in this 
debate from a totally opposite point of 
view from that of the hon. Gentleman 
who has just addressed the Committee. 
Like the hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Member for North Louth, I have no Im- 
perial soul, and therefore [cannot enterwith 
any sympathetic spirit into the somewhat 
discursive discussion which has taken 
place on this question of giving the 
Government power to raise 120,000 men 
and. to collect £13,000,000 from the tax- 
payers. We Irish Members have a right 
to approach this question from a more 
local point of view. My sympathy has 
to a very considerable extent gone out to 
the hon. Gentleman in charge of this 
Vote, while listening to the multitudinous 
suggestions which have been flung at his 
head by gentlemen interested in the Im- 
perial side of the question. For my part 
I feel that the hon. Gentleman has dis- 
charged his duty fairly enough in 
endeavouring to meet the points raised. 
He has done all that is needful as a repre- 
sentative of the Government to enlighten 
the various Members who have contri- 
buted to the debate, but I am afraid he 
will have much greater difficulty in satis- 
fying the different wants of the different 
gentlemen who require amendments of 
the proposals as regards Volunteers, 
Militia, Line men, and the other branches 
of the service which are now to be brought 

|up to full strength if possible. I desire 
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to associate myself entirely with every- 
thing which has fallen from hon. Members 
on these benches in opposition to this 
Vote. Iam probably prohibited from 
entering on the side of the question dealt 


with by the Votes taken last night, but | 


had I been fortunate enough to catch the 
Chairman’s eye I would, from 
point of view, have presented a case 
against Irishmen, at all events, being 
supposed to be anxious and willing 
to fight your battles. I also understand 
from a ruling given earlier this evening, 
that I am prohibited more or less from 
dealing with the financial aspect of the 
case as it affects Ireland. My contention 
would have been that we as Irishmen are 
interested in this Vote of £13,000,000 to 
the extent of at least £1,200,000. As, 
however, | should be out of order in pur- 
suing that subject, I will pass to another 
branch of the question. This Vote of 
£13,000,000 is but one of a series of 
Votes. You have already obtained 
£10,000,000 in October last, and this 
£13,000,000 will make a sum expended so 
far of £23,000,000. But noone contends 
for a moment that this enormous sum 
will meet the emergencies of the case. | 
am informed on reliable authority that 
you are conducting this war at a cost of 
£2,000,000 per week. It may be more, 
but, at any rate, it may be taken for 
granted that these sums on account 
represent only a very small portion of 
the total sum that will be required before 
this unjust and ill-advised war is brought 
to a conclusion. The Vote here is 
divided into thirteen items, some of 
which [ am not in a position to criticise, 
but upon others of which I desire to 
make a few remarks from the Irish point 
of view. On the Vote for ‘ Medical 
Establishments, Pay, ete.,” you have set 
down a sum of £70,000. How much of 
that £70,000 have Irish medical practi- 
tioners been given the opportunity of 
earning! 1 understand that a number 
of highly qualitied and very eminent 
gentlemen in the medical profession 
in Dublin tendered their services 
at the outbreak of war, — but 
only a very few favoured ones suc- 
ceeded in securing appointments from 
the Government. We also want to know 
something as regards the pay of the 
Militia under Item 3, for which you ask 
£250,000. I entirely associate myself 
with the condemnation from these 
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benches of the kidnapping, as it has been 
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properly termed, of Irish Militiamen in 
connection with this war. The action of 
the authorities in regard to the North 
Cork Militia, one of the first Militia regi- 
ments supposed to have volunteered, is 
open to the gravest suspicion and objec- 
tion. A great number of the men were 
practically ignorant of the question put 
to them, and it was not until they were 
entrained and the doors locked that they 
knew they had started for the war in 
South Africa. That was not the action 
of an honourable Government; it was 
taking advantage of these poor men’s 
ignorance in a way which is open to the 
gravest criticism and censure. Only ves- 
terday in the Irish daily papers there was 
a letter from Cardinal Logue calling atten- 
tion to a case of equal gravity in connec- 
tion with the Monaghan Militia. In this 
case a man named Duffy, on appealing to 
his Eminence for spiritual ministrations, 
informed him that when he enlisted in 
this Militia regiment he had _ no intention 
of being called out on active service, and 
he asked his Eminence to endeavour to 
obtain forthim such legal rights as he 
was entitled to. There is also the case 
of the Louth Militia, who, although you 
have them over here in England, were 
paraded under circumstances similar to 
those of the Cork Militia, and were not 
treated properly in the matter of volun- 
teering. On that ground alone, if on 
no other, we should have the right to 
criticise in the strongest manner the 
action of the Government and to press 
for such explanation as will allay the 
anxiety which is felt in Ireland on this 
subject. What are the facts? How do 
you treat these Militiamen? You take a 
man away from his family. That unfor- 
tunate man would probably be a day 
labourer, whose labour was of the utmost 
importance to his family. But what have 
the Government done? Whilst taking 
away the main prop and support of the 
family they have given the family nothing, 
but have left them dependent upon the 
Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Association or other 
similiar institutions. I pass over the 
Vote for “ Yeomanry cavalry,” although 
a number of well-known gentlemen—who 
in the near future, provided they are not 
shot by the Boers, may come back to get 
the reward of their services from a grate- 
ful Government —have volunteered in 
Ireland under a noble Lord who has some 
connection with the county in which I 
live. I come to Vote 5, in connection 
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with the Volunteer corps. Why should 
you ask Irishmen to take even the smallest 
part in providing your Volunteer corps in 
England with better munitions of war, 
better clothing, and better treatment alto- 
gether, when ireland, which, according to 
your law, is an integral part of the British 


Empire, is deprived of the right of having | 


any such thing as a Volunteer corps at 
all? So far from being allowed to do 
that, your resident magistrates have been 
specially instructed not to allow the most 
respectable farmers in the country to 
have or to carry a gun for the purpose of 
destroying vermin on their ownland. Some- 
thing might be said from the point of view 


of years gone by, when things political | 
were very hot in the country, and it may | 


have been necessary to give your resident 
magistrates this power; but you first of all 
deprive the people of their Parliament, of 
their right to manage their own affairs, 


and then you deprive them of every liberty | 


which a free people should enjoy. I con- 
tend that one of the first privileges of a 
free people is that of carrying arms for 
their own protection as well-as for the 
advantage of knowing how to use them 
in case of necessity. After depriving the 
people of that privilege I say you have no 
right to come here and make them pay 
for the equipment and training of your 
Volunteers for the purpose of a war 
which we condemn as immoral and unjust. 
With regard to Vote 7, dealing with 
provisions, forage, and things of that 


kind, you ask for the very large sum of | 


£3,000,000. Last session and the session 
before I put a number of questions to the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
with reference to this matter of forage. 


It came to my knowledge that instead of | 


following the old rule which obtained in 
Ireland before the introduction of the 


short service systenr you have disposed of | 


a great number of contracts not to Irish 
vendors, but to co-operative stores having 


their headquarters in Dublin or Cork or | 


London, and the money charged in your 
account as part of your set-off against us 
was in reality paid into the coffers of these 
co-operative societies. 


*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe t- 


WILLIAMs, Birmingham, 8.) : May I point 
out to the hon. Gentleman that there is 


no charge whatever in this Vote for any- | ever is done 


thing paid to any co-operative society, 
Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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| nor does the Canteen Vote come into the 
question at all. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: It will come 
later on then, I suppose. It is put 
‘down here en bloe—<£3,000,000 for 
“Provisions, Forage, Field Allowances, 
and other Services”; and, as the repre- 
sentative of an agricultural constitu 
'ency, | am entitled to ask how much of 
this sum it is proposed to expend in our 
country. In regard to Vote 8 it 
will not be denied that there are in 
Ireland ample facilities for the ex- 
penditure in a wise and careful man- 
ner of a considerable amount of money. 
I would ask how much of the £500,000 
for “Clothing Services” you propose 
expending at the Limerick Army Cloth- 
ing Stores or in any other portion of the 
country. There are other items I might 
discuss were it not that I am anxious not 
to stand between other hon. Gentlemen 
who wish to speak and the Chair. | 
want now to express a view which per- 
haps will diverge somewhat from the 
views of my hon. friends in connection 
with the whole subject. I saj this quite 
apart from any political aspect. If you 
have any cause to complain of your 
failure to enlist recruits in either the 
Regular Army, the Militia or the Volun- 
teers, I say that primarily and essentially 
the fault for that state of things exists 
with the Government and with no other: 
persons whatever. Why? Because 
after the men who enlist have given you 
the best years of their lives they are 
turned out on the street to become either 
loafers at the street corners or public 
mendicants or inmates of the Irish work- 
houses. I have repeatedly called the 
/attention of the Financial Secretary to 
‘the War Office to cases of the most 
lamentable neglect, which are nothing 
short of glaring outrages on humanity, in 
which men joined your Army, went 
through your campaigns, lost their 
| health, and were then left either with 
| such a totally inadequate pension that 
'they could not support life at all, or, 
| what is worse, without any pension what- 
lever. Such is your complicated system, 
| and so impossible is it for any justice to 
| be obtained in even the smallest matter,. 
| that beyond saying, “ I will cause inquiry 
|to be made,” or, “I will have the 
|ease looked into,” nothing what- 
for these poor men. 
That is one of the things which is calcu- 
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lated to make your Army unpopular in 
Ireland, because these poor men, who 
give their lives and suffer, and lose their 
health in your service, have been cast 
aside as so much useless lumber, to be- 
come chargeable to the rates, or die of 
hunger in the streets of your towns. I 
feel that the whole system under which 
you govern our country is radically 
wrong. You do not understand us—— 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: The question of 
Home Rule does not arise in this debate. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I was only 
going one word further to say this. I 
feel that so long as you treat us with dis- 
trust and suspicion ; so long as you refuse 
to allow us to carry arms in our own 
country ; so long as you refuse to give us 
the facilities which every other freecountry 
has to learn the use of arms, you have no 
right to complain of us and find fault if, 
when we find you in a difficulty, we re- 
fuse to come to your assistance. 
from that there is the greater and the 
more practical question of the incidence 
of taxation. This is a war which you 
have undertaken against the will and the 


wishes of nine-tenths of the Irish people, | 


and of their representatives in this House. 
You have ignored our advice on this sub- 
ject, and while you have the power to 


compel us to contribute we are bound to | 


resist you. Although we protest against 
this Vote you will compel us to pay our 
share, but you cannot compel us to refrain 
from expressing our sentiments and our 
protest against the injustice which you 
are enforcing upon us. 
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a hill or floating down a stream is 
considered quite sufficient. All troops 
require constant practice. I have been 
lately engaged in assisting to raise a 
|“ sharpshooters corps.” Even those who 
| are first-class shots will require practice 
on the veldt. It is an admirable opportu- 
nity of training troops, and of giving 
practice under service conditions, which 
|are the best, to large bodies of men 
|upon whose efficiency with the rifle 
|we may require to rely elsewhere 
| than in South Africa. I wish to ask if 
there will be plenty of ammunition avail- 
| able for this. My second question is, as 
to the class of gun to be supplied to the 
thirty-six new batteries of field artillery. 
This I consider also a most vital subject. 
How it happened does not matter, but 
there is no doubt our field guns have been 
| outclassed in the campaign in Natal. We 
| have practically little difference between 
| the organisation of horse artillery and 
| field artillery. The réle of horse artillery 
is with cavalry, and they must be fast 
moving; such necessity does not exist with 
field artillery, which works with infantry. 
The only real reason for rapid movement 
| of field artillery is that no time should be 
|lost while guns are changing position. 
But I see every reason why some at least 
of our field artillery batteries should have 
\far more powerful guns, moving not 
necessarily at a gallop, but guns which 
could be used as guns of temporary posi- 
tions, and moved forwards or back to 
fresh positions as required. We are 
raising this largenumber of batteries, which 








/means probably 216 field guns, exclusive 


of horse artillery guns, and I should be 
glad to hear that the military authorities 


| are fully considering the subject of some 


CotonEL WYNDHAM MURRAY 
(Bath) : The few remarks which I have to 
make will be directed to the question | 
of the prosecution of the war now being | 
carried on in South Africa. On this 
Vote I wish to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War two questions. I con- 
sider it of the utmost importance that in 
South Africa there should be a large 
quantity of rifle ammunition beyond what | 
is required for use in action, so that all | 
infantry should have constant practice. | 
They have no made ranges, and no special | 
targets. There is the open veldt for a 
range, and a soup-plate against the | 
back of a stream or the side of a. 


kopje for target; and for improvised | 
moving targets, a barrei rolling down | 
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of these batteries being organised as 
movable heavy batteries. 


*Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): In the few observations 
I intend addressing to the Committee I 
shall not enter at all into the question of 


| policy. That question has been amply 


discussed, and we on these benches have 
expressed our opinions, not alone by our 
voices, but by our votes, as to what we 
think of this war, and as to the unfortu- 
nate circumstances by which all the nego- 
tiations which have led up to it have been 
conducted. But we cannot remain here 
as representatives of Irish constituencies 
without letting this House know that we 
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are representing the views of Irishmen 
who sent us here to express our utter 
detestation at the continuance of this war, 
and to use every means within our power, 
few though we be in number, to use every 
rule and form of the House to prevent the 
continuance of this war and the passage 
of these resolutions, by which £13,000,000 
are to be expended in the prosecution of 
the war, which is unjust in its inception, 
aud has been carried out in a way which 
is hurtful not alone to the interests of 
this country, but detrimental to the 
interests of Ireland. Let me say at the 
outset that we have no interest whatever 
in the proposals made for the increase of 
your defensive army at home. We 
look upon all these proposals as being 
simply a step in the direction which 
the Imperial policy of the Govern- 
ment is plainly leading this country to, 
and which means that, if you are to carry 
out your Imperialistic ideas, as expressed 
and mainly exemplified and stated by the 
Colonial Secretary, will lead this country 
eventually to the militarism which pre- 
vails upon the Continent and which 
eventually will make the entire people of 
this country rise up when the proper time 
comes and hurl from power any Govern- 
meut who attempts to impose such a 
policy upon the country. We are told a 
good deal about the benefits which are to 
accrue to the Militia by the advantage of 
an increase of threepence a day for mess 
allowance. We are paying our toll at all 
events, in the Irish Militia regiments. 
We are paying our toll in blood for this 
inignitous war. You have taken very 
goo care on all occasions to place the 
irish regiments in the front of your forces 
in every attack you have made upon the 
Boers. We are bearing our share in this 
war and spending Irish blood upon it in a 
far greater proportion than we are 
entitled to do. We are not ashamed of 
it, because if an Irishman, contrary to 
what we believe to be the wishes of the 
vast majority of his countrymen, enters 
the Army or Militia, we do not believe he 
will break his oath of allegiance. He 
will fight, as every [rishman has always 
done, with bravery in the ranks of 
your Army, but we say that you have 
placed us in an unfair and improper posi- 
tion. You have done more, for you have 
induced and persuaded Irish Militia regi- 
ments by what I will not attempt to 
characterise in this House—because no 
language I can use would be sufficiently 
Mr, William Abraham. 
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strong—-by unfair means you have induced 
Irish Militia regiments and men to volun- 
teer for active service upon this ground, 
that they were simply to hold garrisons in 
Gibraltar and Malta, and when you had so 
cajolled them and persuaded them you 
shipped them over to South Africa to the 
front, and behind these Irish regiments 
will be found Englishmen fighting under 
their guidance, and thereby you are 
saving the blood of your own troops in 
this matter. What do you do with the 
question of the raising of those Militia in 
Ireland? You do not leave them in 
Ireland for the purpose for which they 
were raised, but you send them over to 
this country, and you send the English 
Militia regiments to Ireland. Do you 
expect those Irish Militia will return to 
their country, after a sojourn with you, 
and be more agreeable to your Govern- 
ment when they return? On the con 
trary, | think they will go back to 
Ireland more determined than ever 
to help their country whenever the 
occasion arises to recover all her 
rights and her political independence, 
and all those privileges and_ liberties 
which Irishmen prize and intend to fight 
for until they prevail. I lament, I confess, 
as an Irishman, the unhappy position in 
which this country has found herself at the 
present time. Here we have this great 
Christian country of England, at this 
period of the Christian era: England, 
who has always boasted that she is a 
country which is to carry not her own 
civilising influence alone, but the benefits of 
Christianity all over the world, to be prose- 
cuting a war against what I will pronounce 
one of the most Christian nations on the 
earth ; and she has the absolute hypocrisy, 
after declaring in favour of this war, to 
pose before the world as the advocate ot 
Christianity. I say that the greatest set- 
back that has been given to the progress 
of Christianity in the world has been 
given by this unjust and cruel war which 
you are now waging against a fellow- 
Christian nation. What is the use of you 
appealing from your pulpits for money 
to spread the blessings of the Gospel to 
the heathen tribes, when vou yourselves 
claim to be the custodians of the Word of 
the Almighty! You have proclaimed 
yourselves to be the greatest Christian 
nation of the world, and you are abso- 
lutely fighting with a country whose creed 
is more pure than your own; and this 
religion, forsooth, you propose to carry 
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to the benighted heathens with the Bible | 


in one hand and the sword in the other. 
I think when the history of this war is 


written in future years, and when the) 


historian commences the record of what I 
pronounce to be the commencement of the 
decadence of the British Empire, upon 
those pages will be written ‘Ichabod ! 
glory is departed”; because you who 
have hitherto posed as the pioneers of 
freedom, who have rejoiced to say that 
in every country struggling for liberty 
their faces were turned towards England, 
you are now fighting not for the common 
rights of huma anity, ; but for the simple, 
sordid adv antage of a few stock-jobbers 
in the City, and for these you are trying 
to crush out and take away the liberty of 
these two Republics; and when your war is 
ended, as it must be ended, by success to 
your arms—because it goes without 
saying that if your power is ‘five to one in 
South Africa you wili be sure to succeed 
-when you come to deal with those 
Republics, and the Dutch in Africa, re- 
member that you will not have an Ireland 
‘to deal with. We in Ireland are deprived 
of the rights of every free country-—-we 
are not allowed to carry arms to 
defend ourselves and maintain our 
rights; but when you come to deal 
with Africa and the Dutch you 
will not have that power. You may 
oppress them for a time, but the children 
of the fathers you are now slaying in this 
unholy war will rise against you again as 
armed men. I should fail to helieve even 
in the Almighty if I did not believe that 
vour unjust and cruel war must end 
eventually in disaster to you and_ in 
success to these men. Ido not propose 
to trespass at greater length upon the 
time of the House to-night. It is idle 
for us to discuss these propositions of 
yours. If I were to attempt to criticise 
these proposals that you have made for 
increasing your Army, I might heap ridi- 
‘we upon them as has been done by the 
“man in the street” in London to-day. 
W hen you talk about your Volunteer 
forces going for a month under canvas, 
and your Volunteer artillery going three 
months under canvas, you are “langhes lat 
by every Volunteer in London, because 
everybody knows that there is not an 
employer in England that would consent 
to his employees going away for one 
month and leaving his work, ‘These pro- 


posals of yours are ridiculed by everyone; 
and, if that be so, I want to know what 
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have we got to do with this question ? 
As far as Ireland is concerned, we have 
not a single Volunteer, for you never pro- 
pose to give us any. I suppose the 
Member for South Belfast will tell us 
that we are all rebels, and _there- 
fore we cannot have those arms. 
That may be so, but J am not ashamed 
in this House to be called an Irish rebel. 
If we Irishmen had the government of 
our own country we would not come 
begging to you in this House for the 
restoration of our rights which you have 
filched from us, but as you have the 
power you keep us in that position. But 
the time will come, whether in our days 
or in the days of those who follow us, 
when you will regret that you have not 
made peace with your Irish brethren, and 
made [reland one part of your Empire, 
when we would willingly have united 
with you in pushing forward all those 
reforms which are common to us all. As 
an Irish representative I should be want- 
ing in my duty to my constituency and 
averse to every feeling in my heart if I 
had not expressed myself as I have done 
in regard to this iniquitous and unjust 
war. 


*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): My hon. 
friends on these benches have spoken in 
opposition to the Vote for this war. It 
has been stated here by Irish Members 
who have spoken—and you, Mr. Lowther, 
have ruled them out of order, and I do 
not want to be called to order for repeat- 


ing it--that the taxation of Ireland for 
this war is out of proportion to the 


incidence of the taxation in this country. 
That being so, we shall have to pay more 
in proportion to our resources than 
Englishmen ; and, therefore, [ think we 
have all the more reason as Irishmen 
to object not only to this expenditure, 
but to also object. to the mistakes and 
blunders which hon. Gentlemen repre- 
senting Her Majesty’s Government are 
making in prolonging this war or making 
it one of greater difficulty. The more 
blunders you make in carrying out this 
war the greater will be the expense, and 
the greater will be the tax which will fall 
upon Ireland. It is to that aspect of the 
question that | wish to direct the few 
remarks which I intend to make this 
evening. I think that the action of 
Ministers on the opposite bench with: 
the last day or two has been such that, 
instead of bringing this war to a speedy 
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termination, it will probably have the 
effect of making the war very much more 
destructive and ferocious. We were told 
yesterday—the hint was given by the 
Secretary for the Colonies, and repeated 
by the Leader of this House—that in this 
war in South Africa you intended, under 
certain conditions, to use the natives and 
allow them to defend their rights. As 
faras my reading goes of the literature of 
this war, I have seen it stated in the 
papers that the Dutch population in 


Africa, especially in Cape Colony, 
have a great horror of the arming 
of the natives in South Africa. 


It was stated early in the war that if 
there was any proposal made from the 
English side to arm the natives that 
would be the one match which would 
light the powder magazine, and probably 
bring about an explosion and rebellion 
among the Cape Dutch. The statement 
made by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House, yesterday, will be 
read by the Dutch in Cape Colony as an 


indication that the Government intend. to. 


resort to this extreme measure of arming 
the natives in this way. That is just like 
some of the other statements made by the 
right hon. Gentlemen composing Her 
Majesty’s Government which led to this 
unhappy war. It was a statement made 
by the Secretary for the Colonies which 
was largely responsible for bringing about 


the present state of things, and we have 


a right to protest against having to pay 
more than our share, and against the 
statement made that you intend to arm 
the natives and use them in this war. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN : That question can- 


not be raised in this debate. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No 


such statement was ever made. 


*Mr. TULLY : Passing from that there 
is another objection to this Vote. You 
are going to hand this £13,000,000 to a 
department which we have heard criti- 
cised very strongly in this House. You 
are going to hand it over to be expended 
by the War Office. I object to the ex- 
penditure of this money by the depart- 
ment which has been so much criticised 
in this House, and in the newspapers. I 
have read a speech made by the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman opposite, which is re- 
ported in Hansard, in which he describes 
the War Office as “the epitome of 
centralisation gone mad.” I am_ sur- 
prised that he does not use similar 


Mr. Tully. 
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language now about that department. 
You are handing over this £13,000,000 
to be expended by the War Office, and _ if 
we look up during the progress of this 
war the conduct of that Department, we 
find that there has been one continual 
series of blunders and mistakes. It looks 
very strange before the world that these 
two Republics, composed of pastoral 
people and farmers, are able to beat you, 
who boast that you are the best manu- 
facturing country in the world, in the 
matter of munitions aud armaments. It 
reflects very much.on Great Britain that, 
in a_ struggle like this, two Republics 
in this far away corner of South Africa 
are able to get better guns and _ rifles 
than can be put into the hands of the 
soldiers who are sent from this country. 
Why is it that this state of things 
has come about! I find when | 
real the criticisms and _— statements 
in the press, and listen to speeches in this 
House, that it is due to the incompetence 
and bungling of the War Office. That is 
one of the reasons why I object to this 
Vote being handed over to the same De. 
partment where the public ‘money has 
been wasted in the past. In the deserip- 
tions of the battles at Colenso and 
Magersfontein, where your troops have 
suffered. reverses, all the correspondents 
have laid stress upon the fact that the 
Maxim-Vickers gun which the Boers had 
was a terrible gun, which spread con- 
sternation and destruction amongst vou 
troops-wherever it was used. And you 
send out your own troops without similar 
guns to face it. The statement has been 
made here that in 1892 the patent of that 
very gun was offered to the British War 
Office, and because of the intluences that 
regulate matters there they refused that 
gun, and allowed it to fall into the hands 
of President Kruger and the Boers. The 
result of that blunder alone is that 
hundreds of lives—more especially the 
lives of lrishmen—have been lost because 
the Boers have been better equipped and 
better armed, and provided with better 
material than have been placed in the 
hands of the soldiers sent out from this 
country. I have read descriptions ‘by 
correspondents who have described 
this gun as the “pom-pom” gun. 
No. satisfactory explanation has been 
given as to why you allowed the patents 
tor these guns to be acquired by foreign 
Powers.. Then, again, there is the ques- 
tion of the Creusot guns. It has been 
stated.by your own generals that your 
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guns :were outranged by the Creusot | 


guns in the hands of the Boers, and that 
that was the reason of some of the 
defeats which attended your operations. 
It was the shelling of the Creusot guns 
that made Dundee untenable, and caused 
‘General Yule to retreat to Ladysmith. 
At the battle of Modderspruit the 
British guns were also ontranged by the 
Boer artillery, and it was only yesterday 
I read that the British troops were 
driven from their position in Coles 
Kop by one of the Creusot guns. 
That shows the bungling and inefficiency 
of the War Ottice to whom we are now 
asked to hand over thirteen millions. It 
was stated in the Daily Muil at the open- 
ing of the war, when it was thought that 
no armaments could be imported into the 
Transvaal, that the Boers had eighty 
‘Creusot guns on order, and that they 
were ready for delivery when the war 
broke out. These guns were on offer at 
the Creusot works in France, and I be- 
lieve a private individual offered to buy 
them and sell them again to the British 
War Office, and yet on account of the 
influence prevailing at the War Office the 
guns were not bought, with the result 
that you have been trying to cobble 
with naval guns in order to meet the 
Boer artillery, which has  absoluteiy 
‘outclassed your own. Now I come to 
another matter which I think is one of 
the most serious connected with the war, 
and that is the question of powder. I 
served on a Committee upstairs, and I 
happen to have some experience of one of 
the gentlemen mixed up in this matter. 
We know it is stated that the inventor 
of cordite is Sir Frederick Abel. I have 
here a report of the debate which took 
place on this subject in 1893 in this House, 
when right hon. Gentlemen now in power 
were in opposition, and in that debate the 
present Secretary of the Treasury made a 
remarkable speech on what he called 
the ‘“ Cordite scandal.” He | said, 
““The result was that we had got a 
had smokeless powder.” It was stated 
then that when the War Office were 
anxious to get a smokeless powder— 
which had been in use on the Continent 
for years—they advertised for tenders 
and appoint d a committee of experts to 
inquire into them. That committee, 


consisting of Professors Abel, Dewar, and 
Dupré, received tenders from seventeen 
or eighteen inventors, and rejected them 
all, and at the end of six months Sir 
Frederick Abel came forward as the 
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inventor of cordite. The objection to the 
specification sent in by one of {the inven- 
tors—Mr. Maxim—was that it contained 
nitro-glycerine, but cordite contains more 
nitre-glycerine than any other explosive 
used in war. Dealing with this question, 
if Sir Frederick Abel 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Iam afraid I am 
unable to see what that question has to 
do with this Vote. 


*Mr. TULLY: [I find in this Vote 
£1,600,0@0 for warlike and other stores, 
and I oppese it because of the policy pur- 
sued by the War Office with reference to 
this matter. The question was discussed by 
hon. Gentlemen who have since been made 
members of the Government, probably to 
prevent them repeating the arguments 
they had used when on this side of the 
House. In the debate of 1893 the 
present Secretary to the ‘Treasury, 
speaking of Sir Frederick Abel having 
picked the brains of foreign inventors in 
order to pretend that he had invented 
cordite, which he passed off on the British 
nation as an excellent powder, said that if 
Sir Frederick Abel and Professor Dewar 
had not the authority of the War Office 
for selling these secrets to foreign Powers 
they came within the Otticial Secrets Act, 
and ought to be prosecuted. Sir Frederick 
Abel had taken out patents for gun- 
cotton—-— 

*THe CHAIRMAN: That has nothing 
whatever to do with the present Vote. 
The powder may have been good or bad, 
but the part Sir Frederick Abel or others 
took in inventing it has no connection 
with this Vote. 





*Mr. TULLY: I fail to appreciate the 
distinction. We are now asked to vote 
£1,600,000 for warlike and other stores, 
and it was on the Army Estimates that 
the debate of 1893 was raised. Are we 
not now to be allowed to debate the case ? 


*TuE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is allowed to debate it, but I do not think 
he is entitled to go into matters seven 
years old in order to criticise the part 
taken by Sir Frederick Abel or others in 
inventing a certain powder. 

*Mr. TULLY: But that is the very 
powder which has led to the disasters in 
South Africa. ‘The Cordite Scandal” 
was discussed in the Pull Jall Guzette 
and Zhe Times, and it was stated then 
that the first time England got into a war 

. with a Power armed with modern weapons 
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she would find that the powder she had | 


was inferior. That is what bas happened, 
and the reports sent home from the front 
state that the British rifles would not 
carry within 800 yards of the rifles used 
by the Boers, and that the British artil- 
lery was also outranged, That was caused 
by bad smokeless powder, and I 
was trying to trace how it was imposed 
on the country, and I find it was done by 
officials of the War Office—the very 
department which is now asking us for 
thirteen millions to waste and squander 
in the same way. That is one of my 
objections to this Vote. You will find 
still existing the same spirit, the same 
influence, and the same desire to make 
money out of the British nation—and 
incidentally out of the Irish taxpayer— 
that have caused the War Office to reject 
excellent weapons, such as the Maxim- 
Vickers, and the Creusot guns, while Sir 
Frederick Abel is making thousands of 
pounds out of ,the powder he claims to 
have invented. The War Office also 
allowed Professor Anderson to be a 
member of a company — supplying 
them with material, and when he 
was asked to give up his connection with 
the company he simply transferred his 
shares to his wife and son. These are 
the kind of transactions which have pre- 
vented you from getting the best weapons 
and ammunition for this war. You are 
now sending out poor Irish soldiers with 
rifles which will not carry within 800 
yards of the Boer rifles, and without the 
protection of artillery when engaged in 
these mad and blundering frontal attacks. 
No other country in the world would have 
submitted to the generalship shown in this 
war. In any other country General 
Buller would have been cashiered after 
Colenso, and Lord Methuen would have 
been placed against a wall. [An Hon. 
Member: And shot.| To vote thirteen 
millions to a Department managed in this 
manner-—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
has already referred to that matter two 
or three times. I must call his attention to 
the Standing Order which forbids re- 
petition. 


*Mr. TULLY: I thought perhaps the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
might explain. 

*THE CHAIRMAN: The Secretary to 
the War Office cannot reply while the hon. 


Member is in possession. 
Mr, Tully. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. TULLY: I am anxious to get 
further details with reference to the 
question of the Creusot guns. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I can 
give an answer at once. ‘There is nota 
particle of truth in the statement of the 
hon. Member. 

*Mr. TULLY: That is very rough on 
the Daily Muil, whose statements you took 
as gospel when you were promoting this 
war, although you are inclined to attach 
less importance to them now. Then, as 
to lyddite, we were told in the early part 
of the war that lyddite was such a terrible 
explosive that it would exterminate 
“acres of Boers”-—-that was the extraor- 
dinary expression used. It was also saia 
that Generai Joubert protested against its 
use to Sir George White. We now find 
that lyddite was not exactly the success it 
was expected to be. I read the other day 
that the garrison of Ladysmith and 
many of us would rather Ladysmith had 
been relieved than Kimberley on account 
of one gentleman who is in Kimberley— 
that the garrison watched the explosion of 
these lyddite shells and saw a black smoke. 
I asked an authority on the subject, should 
there have been a black smoke after ex 
plosion, and he said “No,” and that it 
proved the shells were useless. The 
Government came into office on cordite ; 
they may possibly go out on lyddite. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): I 
do not think I would discharge my duty 
to my constituents, who are keenly and 
hitterly opposed to this war, if I did not 
join my colleagues in entering my pro- 
test against this Vote. We are opposed 
to the war because we think it is unjust, 
unnecessary, and criminal, and therefore 
we would oppose the vote of a single 
pound as much as the £13,000,000. We 
means to use the forms of the House, so 
far as in our power, to oppose every Vote 
that may be brought forward for the 
prosecution of the struggle against the 
Boers, in which they are fighting the 
cause of liberty. They, like us Irishmen, 
are fighting against a Power which seeks 
to expand its territory at the expense of 
a small but brave and gallant race. Now, 
in addition to our having our feelings of 
opposition strengthened by the fact that 
the war is against the freedom of a brave 
and gallant race, we have also a deep 
financial interest in this question. Already 
a very large sum has been voted for the 


prosecution of this war. In October last 
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we were told from the Government 
benches that strong hopes were enter- 
tained that the ten millions then voted 
would be sufficient to bring the war to a 
conclusion. Now we find the 
Government officials asking a further 
sum of thirteen millions, not for the 
purpose of bringing the war to a con- 
clusion, because there is no man _ in 
this House sanguine enough to think that 
twenty-three millions will bring the 
war to a suzcessful close, but merely 
as a Vote on account. The Govern- 
ment will require to come down to the 
House and ask for many more millions. 
I remember that when the hon. Member 
for Kast Clare stated here that it would 
cost you at least fifty millions of money to 
conquer the Transvaal he was sneered and 
laughed at from the opposite side of the 
House. This brave and gallant race, by 
their determined resistance to your large 
armaments, have shown themselves worthy 
of the freedom for which they are fighting 
so well. We wish to bring this war to 
an immediate close, because we think it 
should never have been entered upon. 
We are told that a blunder is worse than 
a erime, but this war is both a crime and 
a blunder. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Mr. McDer- 
Mott, Kilkenny, N.). House counted, 
and forty Members being found present : 


Mr. HAYDEN (continuing): I was say- 
ing that having made the mistake of entering 
on this war, which we, at least, regard as a 
blunder and a crime, the country would 
he well advised to bring it to a close as 
soon as possible—not to the conclusion 
which has been advocated by hon. Mem- 
hers on both sides of the House, not by 
the suppression of the liberty of that 
brave and gallant race, not by the ex- 
termination of a people who have shown 
how worthy they are of freedom, not by 
continuing the war until much _ blood, 
hoth British and Boer, is shed, not until 
many more millions of money are wasted, 
but by an act that might be described as 
generous and magnanimous on your part. 
You are a great Empire, your opponents 
are only ‘two small Republics. You are 
strong enough, big enough, powerful 
enough, and rich enough to afford to do 
this magnanimous act. Ido not think, 
however, there is much hope that at the 


present time such an act of magnanimity | 


will be shown. But, at any rate, we on 
these benches, who represent a people who 
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consider themselves oppressed by you, 
and who from time to time, whenever the 
opportunity offered, have risen in arms in 
order to gain for themselves that freedom 
of which the Boers have proved so de- 
serving, mean on this occasion, and on 
every other occasion, to offer the strongest 
opposition to this war, in resisting ap- 
plications for more men or more money, 
and in every other shape or form. We 
have a deep interest ourselves in this 
matter, because of these thirteen millions 
which are now asked for we shall have 
to bear a far larger share, in our opinion, 
than even if we were assenting and 
enthusiastic supporters of the war we 
would be entitled to pay. Seeing that 
our country is so opposed to this war, we 
say it should be exempt entirely from 
any tax on account of it, but we shall 
be compelled to pay, not only a share of 
the expense, but a grossly dispropor- 
tionate share. I have no desire now to 
go into the financial relations between the 
two countries, nor should I be allowed to 
do so, but I may say that we believe we 
are unjustly taxed, and this Vote and 
every other of which this is a small part 
in connection with the war will add 
greatly to that injustice of which we com- 
plain. Now, mention was made to-night 
of the way in which Irish Militia regi- 
ments were urged and compelled to volun- 
teer for this war. The Third Leinster 
Militia now stationed at Woolwich were 
absolutely compelled to appear to volun- 
teer. They were placed on parade, and a 
high officer in command, not even their 
own Colonel reviewed them, and then 
asked that every man who did not wish 
to go to the war should step forward. The 
men, naturally confused, thought that the 
order was that those who would go to the 
war should step forward, others who 
appreciated the position did not like to 
step forward because it might place them 
in a ridiculous light. Information was 
then sent that the whole of the Leinster 
regiment had volunteered. As a matter 
of fact very few are willing to go to this 
war, and none of them volunteered in the 
strict sense of the word Another trick 
of the War Office is, when an officer is 


Estimates. 


requested to volunteer and does not see 
his way to do so, to send him an envelope 


containing two white feathers. The 
British Government ought to be above 
such mean and petty resources and in- 
timidation for the purposes of bringing in 
men who have already served in the 
I wish merely to join in the pro- 
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test which has been made against this 
war, and to say that I do not consider I 
should be doing my duty to my consti- 
tuency or the people of Ireland, who are 
so bitterly hostile to the war, if I did not 
offer every opposition in my power. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: As several specific 
questions have been addressed to me, I 
teel that I must rise to answer them, and 
that is the limit I propose to myself on 
this occasion. I see that the Leader of 
the Opposition is in his place, but he will 
not expect me to reply to a speech that 
had already been replied to. In fact, that 
speech contains a phrase quite sufticient 
for my purpose as the Minister in charge 


of this Vote. The right hon. Gentleman | 


said he was quite prepared to support the 
Government in securing all the resources 
necessary for the prosecution of the war 
and for home defence, and that he would 
not accompany that support with any fas- 
tidious criticism. That is enough for my 
purpose, and | should be committing an 
outrage on him if I dealt further with his 
speech. We have listened to-night to a 
number of very useful speeches containing 
valuable suggestions by hon. Members 
interested in this question of defence. 
The hon. Member for Lewisham sug- 
gested that we should expand the trade 
of gun manufacturing, that we should 
endeavour to secure certain portions of 
guns, which could afterwards be put 
together at the Royal Arsenal. We are 
proceeding very much on those lines. 
Another hon. Member asked whether 
there was sufficient ammunition for 
practice, both in this country and in 
South Africa. That is the case. There 
is no shortness of ammunition at the 
present moment. Almost every topic 
has been threshed out except one, and it 
is to that subject alone that [ shall now 
address my remarks. I am glad to see hon. 
Members from Ireland present here, 
because the subject to which I wish to 
address myself is that of the Irish Militia 
battalions—a subject that has apparently 
excited a great deal of interest in their 
minds. The hon. Member for Tipperary 
was the first to bring the matter before us, 
but since then we have listened to the 
hon. Members for South Kerry and North 
Cork. There are one or two points which 
I will not treat at the outset as in dispute, 
because we may be in accord. 
uncertainties on questions of facts. 


Whether hon. Members will agree that | 
the facts are as they ought to be I do not | 


Mr. Hayden. 


{COMMONS} 
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| know, but I will state the facts as I under- 
| stand them. The hon. Member for West 
| Cavan evidently believed that embodied 
| Militiamen and Militiamen who, subse- 
| quent to embodiment, were transferred to 
| this country or abroad had to rely for the 
| support of their wives and families upon 
| public charity, and upon publie charity 
jalone. That is not the case. So soon as 
'a Militiaman is embodied he is en- 
| titied to the allowance which is given to 
the Regular soldier, and the wife of every 
embodied Militiaman receives ls. ld. a 
day, according to the new rates, and 2d. 
a day for every girl under the age of 
sixteen and for every boy under the age 
of fourteen. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg the hon. 
Gentleman’s pardon, but as he is evi- 
dently alluding to me I would just like to 
ask him when this order came into force. 
Is the hon. Gentleman aware that a 
number of applications for outdoor relief 
have been addressed to the guardians of 
unions in Ireland in consequence of there 
not being such an order ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware of 
that fact. It would not come within my 
knowledge. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: | am the chair- 
man of a board of guardians in Ireland, 
and I know it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not dispute 
that. Not this order, but another order 
has been in force for many years, and the 
allowance by the recent order has heen 
increased to the figures | have given to 
the Committee. There is no doubt 
about it. Some reference has been 
made to a letter published in the news- 
papers, from his Eminence Cardinal 
Logue, and I have received a letter on the 
subject myself from an hon. Member 
representing an Irish constituency. It 
is clear from his Eminence’s letter that 
the Militiaman whose case was brought 
before him was in the Militia Reserve. 
I might explain that one Militiaman out 
of every four goes into the Militia Reserve. 
When a Militiaman is allowed the privi- 
lege of going into the Militia Reserve he 
receives increased remuneration—instead 
of £1 a year he gets £2 a year—and for 
that extra remuneration he accepts extra 
obligations. Like a man in the Army 
Reserve, he is liable to go on active 


him. It might be that this man was told 
that he would get another sovereign a 
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year by accepting this obligation, and 
that he did not understand it; but that 
happened years ago. He has been receiv- 
ing £1 a year for some time for the 
promise of certain services. The time for 
rendering those services has now come, 
and he has been called upon to give them. 
Some hon. Members opposite asked me 
why Irish Militia battalions had been 
moved to England and vice versa. I almost 
despair of explaining that. It is owing, 
in the frst place, to the limited barrack 
accommodation ; in the second place, that 
Militia battalions were attiliated to Line 
battalions ; and in the third place to the 
fact that these Line battalions were 
moved to Aldershot for mobilisation. A 
great many movements take place which 
to the cursory observer must appear 
arbitrary. There is a chance illustra- 
tion which perhaps may explain the 
matter. The East Lancashire Regi- 
ment was selected to form part of the 
Seventh Division. At the time they 
were stationed at Jersey, but they were 
brought to Aldershot for concentration 
and sent from there to South Africa, leay- 
ing the men under twenty years of age at 
Aldershot. Afterwards, when the Kighth 
Division was being formed, there was a 
demand for barrack accommodation at 
Aldershot, and the details of the East 
Lancashire Regiment were sent to the 
Curragh. I will not pursue that topic, 
for Ido not believe anyone but the In- 
spector General of Fortifications really 
understands it. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Per- 
haps the right hon. Gentleman will allow 
me to ask why in war times like the pre- 
sent you invariably start to train Irish 
military battalions in England, whereas 
in times of peace you leave them in their 
own districts. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: If this House 
should at any time consider it worth 
while to spend five millions for extra 
accommodation in order that these move- 
ments may be dispensed with, we shall be 
absolved from doing things which are so 
open to the criticism of people who do not 
understand. I now come to another ques- 
tion, as to the facts of which, | think, 
there is doubt, and that is whether any 
compulsion has been placed on Irish 
Militia battalions to volunteer for service 
abroad or for active service in South 
Africa. A man goes into the Militia 
knowing the obligations he undertakes— 
namely, to be trained for a certain number 
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of days in the year in time of peace, and 
to be called out and put in barracks inde- 
finitely in time of war, though he is not 
to go on service abroad or on active ser- 
vice except by his own consent. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I read a 
letter from a man in the 3rd Munster 
Fusiliers in which he stated that he was 
compelled to go on active service together 
with a large number of others. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Gentle- 
man has laid his finger on the question of 
fact which I have already said was doubt- 
ful. The hon. Gentleman gave an ac- 
count which does not tally with the con- 
clusions I have arrived at. Most explicit 
orders have been issued to officers com- 
manding Militia battalions not to put 
any pressure on the men to volun- 
teer. When a battalion is embodied 
the practice has been to invite 
the men in a general parade to volunteer, 
and not to invite those who do not wish 
to volunteer to stepforward. If that has 
been done, it is utterly against the 
spirit and the letter of the orders issued. 
If such an abuse has crept in, which I 
doubt, | may inform hon. Members that 
before any unit is accepted for foreign 
service the officer who inspects the unit 
—always a man unconnected with the 
regiment—gives to the men an oppor- 
tunity at the last moment of saying, 
“Well, on second thoughts we prefer to 
stay at home.” It is clear that in Eng- 
land no such difficulty has arisen, for the 
hon. Member for Stattordshire stated that, 
whereas 570 men of his battalion volun- 
teered, 111—for excellent reasons, no 
doubt—-preferred not to volunteer. We 
do not hold these men hound to go. On 
the contrary, we know that there is com- 
petition between the men and the batta- 
lions for the opportunity of going. So 
far as [ know, only two battalions that 
have had the opportunity have waived 
their right in favour of others, and they 
are composed of men engaged in a trade 
which at this time of year would 
have made volunteering on their part 
most onerous to them. Having said that 
I invite the Committee to judge. ‘Lhe 
Committee has heard nothing of the 
English and Scotch battalions, though we 
hear a great deal about the Irish batta- 
lions, and certainly Lhave gathered from the 
speeches of hon. Gentlemen who represent 
Irish constituencies that a greater per- 
centage of Irish battalions has been sent 
abroad. How dothey reconcile that with 
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the fact that twenty-two English, two 
Welsh, four Scotch, and four Irish bat- 
talions have been sent away’? The per- 
centage of English battalions is sixty-four, 
and of Irish battalions twelve. The whole 
tenor of the speeches we have heard is 
that Irish battalions have been shoved to 
the front as Uriah was shoved to the 
front. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked 
whether they were to understand that 
only four Irish battalions had been sent 
to South Africa. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Gentle- 
man is to understand from me that four 
Irish battalions have been sent abroad and 
two others have been invited to volunteer, 
but have not yet given any definite 
answer. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I think 
you are referring to Militia battalions. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Lam only discussing 
the Militia. I do not propose to intro- 
duce the question of the Regular hat- 
talions unless hon. Members opposite 
desire it, but I may say that there are 
sixty-one English, three Welsh, leven 
Scotch, and nine Irish regiments at the 
front, the percentage of the English 
being sixty-nine, and of the Irish 
nine. If it is specifically alleged 
by the hon. Member for Kilkenny 
that the commanding officer of any batta- 
lion has not complied with the War Office 
orders, if the hon. Member will write me 
that he prefers that charge against any 
officer, | will inquire into it. If the hon. 
Member does not do so, I will not. I 
think the explanation of all this mystery 
is the well-known characteristic of all 
[rishmen—namely, to make themselves 
agreeable. All I can say is that if any 
commanding ofticer who has been ordered 
to invite those of his men who wished to 
volunteer has, in fact, asked those men 
who did not wish to volunteer to step 
forward, I can only say he must be an 
[rishman. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I am 
bound to say that I cannot express my 
entire satisfaction with the hon. Gentle- 
man’s explanation. I think he had quite 
sufficient to do to answer the questions. 
For instance, he was asked whether when 
this demand for Volunteers was made the 
men were on parade or not. Surely the 
Under Secretary could have answered 
yes or no. It seems to me as if the men 
were intimidated. The hon. Gentleman 
Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 





was asked whether, doubts being raised 
as to the facts, he would allow certain 
Members of this House to go down to the 
place where the regiment was quartered 
and inquire whether the men were really 
free agents in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM remarked that it 
would be contrary to all the rules of dis- 
cipline to permit such a procedure. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN still thought 
they would have been within their strict 
rights to have insisted upon it. He 
asked again if the Munster Fusiliers 
would be free to change their minds. They 
had been ordered to go out on the 25th 
inst. 


Mr. WYNDHAM.: I do not know the 
case of the Munster Fusiliers, but if the 
hon. Member will bring me a definite 
allegation I will endeavour to meet it. 
The Munster Fusiliers were asked to 
volunteer, and they consented; and 
surely they must be taken to know their 
own minds. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN cited a case 
where word was sent to the War Office 
that a whole regiment had volunteered to 
go; but the truth had now leaked out 
that not half of them were willing to go. 
He hoped Members on his side of the 
House would keep the interest alive in 
this debate till they got a satisfactory 
answer. There was a remedy which 
Members could have recourse to when 
responsible gentlemen like the Under 
Secretary would not answer questions, or 
rather—for his uniform courtesy was not 
to be denied—his Department held him 
back when his natural disposition was to 
answer frankly. Under these circum- 
stances he would move to reduce every 
Vote till he did get a satisfactory answer. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) sin- 
cerely hoped that the War Office would 
order an inquiry into the disaster which 
overtook the Highland Brigade at Magers- 
fontein, a disaster which he feared was 
brought about by gross carelessness, mis- 
management, or incapacity. He also com- 
plained of the lack of proper arrangements 
for the troops embarking in bitter weather, 
the absence of proper shelter for the 
men, and seasonable meals. Some in- 
quiry should also be instituted into 
the antiquated surgical instruments which 
are provided for our Military Hospitals 


at home, as also the defective sights of 


the Lee-Enfield and Lee-Metford rifles : 
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350,000 of the former and many thousands 
of the latter were inaccurate, not only the 
fore-sights but back-sights. [Laughter. ] 
This stupid blunder would cost the country 
from £12,000 to £15,000. It was a very 
serious matter to send men to the front 
armed with rifles which could not shoot 
straight. Who was to blame? Were 
these defective rifles made in Birming- 
ham ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “That the 
(Juestion be now put.” 

Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): On a point of order, Sir, does this 
motion for the closure include the whole 
Vote ! 

*Tue CHAIRMAN: The whole Vote. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And is the 
closure accepted before any hon. Member 
has moved an Amendment ? 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I have a 
iotice on the Paper to reduce Vote No. 1, 


and I have not yet had an opportunity | 


of speaking on it. 

“Mr. WEIR: It was my _ intention 
to move a reduction. 

*THue CHAIRMAN: It was open to the 
hon. Member to move his Amendment 
and he did not move it. [Laughter and 
interruption. | Order, order! The 
question is that the Question be now put. 

Mr. FLAVIN: [ask you, Sir, to give 
« ruling on my objection. 
most unfair. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On the 
point of order, Mr. Lowther. I gave 
notice several days ago to move the re- 
jection of several items of the Vote. | 
have risen more than once this evening 
for the purpose of moving a reduction, 


but L have not been called on. That | 
| whole of this proceeding is most irregular 
| and disgraceful. 


heing so, I ask whether it is regular to 
move the closure in face of the notice on 
the Paper. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : The answer is yes. | Noes, 47. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On a 
further point of order. Is there any pre- 
cedent for the Chair receiving a motion 
of closure on a vote of thirteen millions, 
in face of the notices of reduction which 
had been given, and without there being 
any discussion or opportunity of discus- 
sion of the reductions ? 

*THe CHAIRMAN : The discussion 
has continued nearly four days. 

Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.): That is not 
for you to consider. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN : That is one of the 
points which I have to consider in receiv- 
ing a motion for the closure. I have to 
consider the opportunities which the 
Opposition have had for discussing the- 
Vote; and in my opinion in these four 
days they have had ample opportunity of 
bringing forward their objections. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On the: 
point of order, Sir —— 

*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 1 
must ask hon. Members to proceed to the 
lobby. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: When 
you say that this discussion has continued 
for four days, do you consider that the 
opportunity for bringing forward an 
Amendment was only given to-night ? 

*Tue CHAIRMAN: The opportunity 
for moving a reduction was given on the 
first Vote. One hon. Member had a 
notice of reduction on the Paper. He 
made aspeech, and | asked him whether 
he wished to move the reduction. He 
said that he did not. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Mr. 
Lowther —— 


*Tur CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 1 


|must ask hon. Members to proceed to 


the lobby. When a division has been 
called it is most irregular to hold a con- 


_versation with the Chair. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 189: 
(Division List No. 17.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Banbury, Frederick George 
| Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
| Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts | Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Johm 
Bartley, George C. T. | 
, Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M.H.(Brist’] | Caldwell, James 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
| Bethell, Commander 


Aird, John 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 


Baldwin, Alfred | Bill, Charles 


Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) | Blakiston-Houston, John 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 


Butcher, John George 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.)) 
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Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, | Sir John Chas. Ready 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. Radcliffe(Heref. 
‘Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby. -- kK. D. Wingtield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William H. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

F ellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E dward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Man’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 
Giles, ( ‘harles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 
Griflith, Ellis J. 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Channing, Francis Allston 
ame Dr. G. B. 

Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, E ugene 
Crilly, Daniel 
Curran, hese (Sligo, S.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Doogan, PC. 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James PR. (Cavan, W.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


| Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
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‘Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh) | Hanson, Sir Reginald 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hazell, Walter 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, R. 

Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William | 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence, SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Mend), Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Captain Cecil W. 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(Lanes,SW | 


NOES, 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Lawson. Sir Wilfrid(Cumb’land 
Lloyd-George, David 
MacDonnell, DrM A(Queen’sC) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
Maddison, Fred. 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Moss, Samuel 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Malley, William 
Parnell, John Howard 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace (. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce- _Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 5. E.) 
tichardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
{obertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
tussell, Gen. F. S. (Chelten’m 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (tastes 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E. 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Sminith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) . 


Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H.( Yorks.) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Are \ 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Yoxall, “James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


fedmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Shaw, Thom: is (Hawi ick B.) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tully, Jasper 
W: alton, cote 8 (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts. ) 
Wilson,Henry J.( York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 
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Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 213; Noes, 32. 


Aéland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Aird, John 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
B.ainbridge, Emerson 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gurrell 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-( Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bethel], Commander 

Bill, Charles : 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘arlile, William Walter 
‘arson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb, Sir J. Charles Ready 
‘olville, John 

‘ook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
‘ooke,C. W. Radclitte( Heref’d) 
‘ox, [rwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘ripps, Charles Alfred 

‘uvitt, Hon. Henry 

‘urzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir Win. Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, KtHnSir J.(Manch. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
rlannery, Sir Fortescue 
Wetcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
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Garfit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Grahan, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
| Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Rbt. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hazell, Walter 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobliouse, Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, R. P. 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. H. Cecil 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence, Sir E. D.(Cornwall) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Lowles, John 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maelure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H.A.( Deptford 
Moss, Samuel 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G.(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. poreeay? 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
| Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 





| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 

| Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
| Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 

| Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 

) Penn, John 
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Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,Sir G. A.(LanesSW 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, K*. Hon. Horace (. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


tentoul, James Alexander 
tichardson, J. (Durham, S. E.) 
tichardson, Sir T.( Hartlepool) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hn. SirMatthewW. 
titchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenh’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John“ 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 


Samuel, Harry $8. (Limehouse 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E.J. 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J.(Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis S. * 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter ; 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyna, James Leslie 


| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


Wason, Eugene 

Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond andi 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Abraham, William(Cork,NE.) Hayden, John Patrick 
Hogan, James Francis 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb Ind) 
Lloyd-George, David 
MacDonnell,Dr.MA(Queen’sC , Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


Aimbrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

‘Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S_) 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Tanner, Charles Kearns 
‘ 
Tully, Jasper 


Doogan, P. C. Mandeville, J Francis 


‘Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W,) O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Malley, William 
Parnell, John Howard 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday | 


next ; Committee to sit again’ upon Mon- 
«lay next. 
WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
\Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. } 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That towards making good the Supply 
granted to Her Majesty for the service of 
the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1900, the sum of £13,000,000 be granted 


out of the Consolidated Fund of the: 


United Kingdom.” —(Mr. Chancellor of the 
Erchequer.) 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
| beg to move that you do report pro- 
gress, and ask leave to sit again. My 
object in moving this motion is this. 
The discussion on the granting of this 
£15,000,000 commenced this evening. 
[t is quite true, as was pointed out at 
«question time by the Leader of the House, 
that the general question of the policy 
underlying the Vote has been under dis- 
cussion for some days, but the actual 
voting of the money came under the 
consideration of the House only this 
evening. There were a number of 
Amendments on the Paper dealing with 
various of the items making up the 
£13,000,000. None of those Amend- 
ments were reached. One hon. Member 
who had charge of one of these Amend- 
ments rose repeatedly in his place during 
the evening, but was not fortunate enough 
to catch your eye. Under these circum 
stances, a very strong opinion is enter- 
tained by a large section in this House 
that an adequate opportunity was not 
given for testing the opinion of the Com- 
mittee on these proposed reductions. 
That being so, a strong feeling having 
been raised on this matter by what has 
-occurred, I think it will probably facili- 
tate rather than interfere with the pro- 
gress of public business if progress is 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde anil 
Captain Donelan 


now reported and the Committee not 
asked to take any further step to-night. 


‘I do not at all desire to add to the heat 


of what has taken place, but I very 


strongly feel that when deep opinions 


are entertained on these Votes by a large 
section of the House, adequate opportu- 
nity ought to be given to those Members 
to test the value of their opinion in the 
division lobby. Under these circumstances 
I ould ask the Leader of the House not 
to proceed further to-night, but to be con- 
tent with having obtained by the use of 
the closure after a few hours’ discussion 
this enormous vote of £13,000,000, and 
not to press us to grant the Report stage 
to-night. I beg to move that you do re- 
port progress, and ask leave to sit again. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report progress, 
and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. John 
Redmond.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon 
Gentleman’s speeches, whatever may be 
said of their substance, are always con 
ciliatory in manner, and I certainly do 
not wish to add to the heat which he 
deprecates. I think, however, he is under 
some misapprehension as to the exact 
business before us. He spoke of taking 
the Report stage of the Vote. We are 
not on the Report stage ; what we are on 
is a purely technical matter which, as far 
as my experience of the House is con- 
cerned, has always gone through without 
discussion or debate. The hon. Member 
has told us that an inadequate opportu- 
nity has been given for the discussion of 
these proposals, the importance of which 
we would he the last to minimise. | 
would point out to him that a Vote 
for men and a Vote for money by 
long custom and general consent have 
been regarded as forming one discussion, 
in the course of which hon. Members 
might express their opinions. The 
broader aspects of the question were dis- 
cussed for four nights in this House. We 
then icame to the details, and if hon. 
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Members wished to discuss details or 
move reductions of separate items of the 
Vote, it was within their power to begin 
that operation at half-past four this 
afternoon. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
several times for the purpose. 


I rose 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It may have 
been five o'clock. Hon. Members knew 
perfectly well that in order to keep the 
law it was necessary that we should get 
the Committee stage to-night. There 
was therefore no surprise, and every hon. 
(;entleman had present in his mind the 
exact Parliamentary situation in which we 
are placed. Nevertheless, with that Parlia- 
mentary situation well before their minds, 
speech after speech was made from those 
benches—— 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 


own benches. 


From your 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not say 
exclusively from those benches, but from 
those benches speech after speech was 
made, but no reduction was moved. 
The hon, Gentleman upon whom [ had 
the misfortune to move the closure about 
half an hour ago told the House before 
he sat down that he had intended to 
move a reduction of the last item of the 
Vote. If he had done that he would 
have cut out all those Amendments which 
we are now told it is absolutely vital in 
the interests of Parliamentary discussion 
we should deal with. I think the hon. 
Gentleman who has just spoken, on an 
impartial review of the situation, will feel 
that we have been most anxious to give 
him and his friends and the House a full 
opportunity of discussing these matters. 


*Mr. WEIR: May [point out that I did 
not say I wished to move the reduction on 
Vote 13; my intention was to move on 
the whole Vote. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: When the 
hon. Gentleman intervened I was _point- 
ing out to the Committee that we had 
endeavoured as far as we could to give 
the amplest opportunity for the discussion 
of these Votes for men and money. So 
anxious have I been, so anxious I am, to 
givethis opportunity, that, instead ofcarry- 
ing on the ordinary practice not only of this 
4tovernment, but of all Governments, of 
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taking first on Monday some other busi- 
ness, and taking the Report stage of these 
Votes after 12 o'clock as we are entitled 
to do, my desire is to have these two 
Votes first on Monday, so as to give, if 
possible, even greater opportunities for 
the discussion of these matters. As regards 
the particular subjec: now before the 
Committee, may I repeat what I said at 
the beginning, that it is purely a formal 
stage, and so far as my experience of the 
House is concerned has never led to sub- 
stantial debate. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 1 only 
desire to point out the position in which 
I find myself with regard to the Amend- 
ments of which I had given notice. The 
First Lord of the Treasury has said per- 
fectly truly that the principle underlying 
these Votes has been under discussion for 
some time. But it is equally true that 
not until this evening have we had an 
opportunity of moving a_ reduction 
of any of the items which go to make up 
the whole. Three or four days ago I put 
on the Paper, and it is on the Paper to- 
day, notice of an Amendment on Item 1, 
aud also on the whole Vote. I have had 
absolutely no opportunity of moving 
those reductions until to-day. The right 
hon. Gentleman says that ample opportu- 
nity was given thisafternoon. I can only 
say that [ have attended the House regu- 
larly since question time, and then the 
debate was carried on by the Leader of 
the Opposition, the Leader of the House 
himself, and various English Members. 
Afterwards some Irish Members spoke. 
I rose more than once for the purpose of 
moving the Amendment of which [ had 
given notice, but when half-past ten 
arrived, instead of having an opportunity 
of doing soin the hour and a half which 
remained of the sitting, the closure was 
moved. Whatever may be said of the 
policy of the right hon. Gentleman in 
moving the closure on this Vote if he 
thought fit when twelve o'clock was ap- 
proaching, I say, to say the least of it, it 
was extremely hard that when an hour 
and a half still remained —— 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! No 
discussion can be permitted upon a de- 
cision of the House with regard to the 
closure. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I think 


in this matter I have something to say 
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which would commend itself to the First | 


Lord of the Treasury. He will under- 
stand that it is rather hard that, having 


given notice on the Paper, with one hour | 
right hon. Gentleman has moved the closure 
an hour and a-half before it was necessary. 


and a half of the sitting remaining, an 
opportunity should not be given to me to 
move this reduction and take a division 
upon it. That is my position, and I 
think that I have something to com- 
plain of. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I am reluctant 
to remain seated under the imputation of 
the hon. Gentleman. Let me point out 
to him three facts which he appears to 
have forgotten. In the first place, if he 
was not called upon, any hon. Member 
among his friends could have moved his 
Amendment and he could have spoken 
upon it. The second fact which I would 
call his attention to is this: that it was 
very important from the point of view of 
the regularity of our proceedings that we 
should get through the Ways and Means 
business in which we are engaged, be- 
cause it could not have been taken after 
twelve o'clock, so that if the discussion 
had gone onas hon. Gentlemen desire it 
should have gone on, until twelve o'clock, 
we could not have carried out that stage 
of our proceedings. The third fact 
which I would call to the hon. Member's 
notice is that I have already promised the 
Committee to take the Report of these 
two Votes on Monday the first thing, 
and it rests with the hon. Gentleman 
himself so to distribute the time on Mon- 
day that any Amendment he might desire 
to move could be easily dealt with then. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I desire to 
add one word. The right hon. Gentle- 
man’s position is this: He says he must 
get the Ways and Means business through 
to-night. But why one and a half hours 
before twelve does he move the closure ? 
I am sorry that the right hon. Gentleman 
has brought this trouble on himself, for he 
would have lost nothing, the House would 
have lost nothing, and the Government 
would have lost nothing by allowing the 
debate to go on one hour or so longer. 
In the most provocative and unnecessary 
way, according to his own statement, the 
right hon. Gentleman interfered with this 
motion by closuring the debate an hour 
before it was necessary. By so doing he 
has closed the mouths of certain Members 
of this House in this quarter. It is 
said that some Irish Members have 
spoken in this debate, but I venture to 


Mr. William Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 
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say that the number who spoke was very 
few indeed, and opportunities of moving 
the Amendments of which they had given 
notice were not given to them because the 


|An Hon. MEMBER: No, no!] Well, I 
will say an hour earlier than was neces- 


‘sary. By doing that he has brought this 


trouble upon himself, and I think Irish- 
men are bound to enter their protest 
against what they regard as a high- 
handed measure to stifle discussion upon 
a money Vote, the object of which they 
regard as iniquitous. Whatever oppor 
tunity is given to us under the rules of the 
House we shall certainly avail ourselves of 
it to mark our intense indignation at our 
mouths being closed, and at this enormous 
Voteof £13,000,000 being rushed through 
this Parliament with indecent haste. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy) : Whatever 
our opinion may be on this -Vote, I do 
not think it can be said that the right hon. 
Gentleman has taken up a very concilia- 
tory attitude upon this matter. The 
responsibility for this war rests with the 
Government, and they must see this 
thing through, and any position they take 
up must, of course, have considerable weight 
with the Members of this House. What is 
the reply the right hon. Gentleman makes / 
Here we have a Vote for £13,000,000, 
for the purposes of the present war. 
In connection with that war the Colonial, 
Secretary admits that the Government 
have made mistakes. From his place in 
the House the right hon. Gentleman says 
they have made mistakes, and the only 
possible opportunity of discussing the 
direction in which they have made them 
is on the discussion of this Vote. The 
right hon. Gentleman, in reply, says we 
have had a general discussion, but a 
general discussion does not at all meet the 
criticism which is to be offered. The 
right hon. Gentleman’s reply is a novel 
proposal so far as this House is concerned. 
He asks why my hon. friend did not 
arrange with some other hon. Member 
who was fortunate enough to catch the 
Chairman’s eye to move his Amend- 
ment. If we are going to reduce dis- 
cussion in the House of Commons to a 
position of that kind we had better have 
no discussion at all. The Government 
had better say, “ We have a majority of 
200 ; we are sorry you do not agree with 
us.” What does the Leader of the House 
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say ? 
to get this money to-night. If the 
Government come before the House of 
Commons and say they have to get this 
money to-night, they ought to be able to 
give us some foundation for such a pro- 
posal. Here we have the Government 
coming tlown and asking for £13,000,000, 
admitting that they have made mistakes, 
and then moving the closure to carry the 
Vote through. The right hon. Gentleman 
says they are bound by law to have it 
carried through to-night. If he says the 
necessity of the law demands it of course 
the House of Commons will attach a great 
deal of importance to that statement, but 
why is it that we cannot have to-night 
the reasons why the law makes this 
necessary! Why cannot the right hon. 
Gentleman tell us the exact Act of Parlia- 
ment that makes it necessary? Here we 
have the Leader of the House telling us 
that the law makes it necessary that this 
money should be granted to-night, and yet 
he cannot get up and tell us the Act of Par- 
liament that makes it necessary. If the 
Government come down to the House and 
make a demand like this upon our 
patience and consideration, surely it is 
not too much to ask for their authority. 
(Cries of “ Divide, divide!”] I cannot 
quite understand why hon. Members are 
so anxious to divide. Not one single 
Member on the front bench opposite can 
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the last time this matter was discussed, 
the impression in my mind was that the 
Government were not serious in pressing 
forward the business of the country, and 
when the right hon. Gentleman knew 
that the closure would have to be moved 
to-night, and that there were amend- 
ments down on the Paper, what was the 
necessity of hon. Members on the Govern- 
ment side of the House monopolising so 
much of the debate as they did this 
evening, and why did they not leave the 


discussion in the hands of the Irish 
Opposition. The debate was carried 
on simply between the supporters 


of the Government on the one hand and 
the Irish Members on the other, and I 
meant to rise at seven o'clock this evening 
to make an appeal to the First Lord of 
the Treasury to restrain Members on his 
own side of the House from speaking. 
We know why the closure was moved at 
half-past ten o'clock. Hon. Members 
opposite hurried back from their dinner, 
and the discussion was kept going 
in the interval by their friends in order 
that they might have time to return 
and vote in the division. Throughout 
this session I have not spoken at 


' all on matters connected with the war: 


tell us what Act of Parliament makes it | 
/subject was being prolonged so as to 


necessary that this Vote should be passed 
to-night. 
nate and extraordinary position so far as 


I think that is a most unfortu- | 
| appropriating 


the Committee is concerned, and before | 
they make that statement they ought to | 


give us the information we desire. Apart 


trom the policy of the Government, | | 


think there is a strong feeling in the 
House with regard to the action of the 
Government in this matter, because of all 


people in the world the Government | 
ought not to suppress discussion upon | 


this subject. 
suppression already, and the Government 
ought to allow the fullest opportunity for 
discussion. Unless there are some abso- 
lute reasons in law why this money 
should be passed to-night, I think my 
hon. friend’s resolution ought to be sup- 
ported. 


There has been too much | 


and I think the Government are very 
much to blame for the way in whick 
they have allowed hon. Members on 
their own side practically to convey the 
impression that the discussion on this 


provide an excuse for the Government 
next Tuesday. If the 
Government had followed their own pre- 
cedents they would have found means to 
bring the debate to a close long before this. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: I have not 
spoken in any of these debates this session 
during the war. I have, however, a matter 
of great importance which I wish to bring 
forward to-night. I am speaking now 
without the slightest heat or passion. I 
might say, without fear of contradiction, 
that on this side not half an hour more of 
time has been occupied than on the 
Government side. Though we differ from 
the First Lord very materially, he has 
always been able to sympathise with us 
and look at things from our point of 
view. If the discussion is closed to the 


*Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): | Irish Members they must consider how 
I think the First Lord of the Treasury | far their attendance at this Parliament is 


ought not to have moved the closure | only a farce. W 
I} to speak in this Parliament, and the 


at the particular time he did. 


We are not permitted now 


must say that during this evening, and | question is for our constituencies to con- 
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sider whether we are to stay here when | 
representation has become such a perfect | 
The right hon. Gentleman came | 


farce. 
down and stated that it was necessary to 
go into Committee of Ways and Means 
owing to some statutory provision. What 
is that statutory provision ? What is the 
use of telling us about the laws of the 


Medes and the Persians, and then not | 


telling us the statutes? You, Mr. 
Lowther, have ruled that the matter of 
the closure is not a subject for discussion, 
and to that ruling I deferentially bow. 
It is quite true, Mr. Lowther, that 
your discretion cannot be a subject of 
cliscussion. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: It is not my dis- 
cretion, for it is a vote of the House. 
: Re 
The House has come to a decision on 
that point, and it is not competent for 
me to allow discussion upon it. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: What I am 
alluding to is your discretion in putting 
it. I think I am perfectly justified, sub- 
ject to your discretion, in comment- 
ing on the action of the First Lord in 
moving the closure. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: No. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Very well 
then, I will comment upon it outside. 
[Ministerial laughter.] I again assure 
hon. Members opposite that | am not 
speaking in the slightest degree with 
anything like heat. [ Ministerial laughter. | 
I hope hon. Gentlemen opposite will 
take my word for that. [think my word 
is quite as good as that of any Gentle- 
man on the other side, and I am not 
speaking with anything like heat. I will 


say once for all—and I hope my right , 


hon. friend will consider the matter— 
that we shall have to consider our posi- 
tion here, and whether this House is a fit 
place for an Irish Member to sit in. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil) : The right hon. Gentleman has 
given us a pledge that he will give us a 
day for the discussion of this question. 
When he gives such a pledge we recog- 
nise and believe that he will do every- 
thing he can to carry it out. 


regard any burking of my hon. friend’s 


motion as a reluctance on the part of the | 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


{COMMONS} 


‘cries of “Order, order !} 


I am sure} 
that hon. Members of this House will | 
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Government to discuss the question fully 
and freely, and such action will tend to 
show that certain suspicions which have 
been raised are well founded. 


*Mr. FLAVIN : The Irish Members are 
most anxious to make a protest, against 
the way in which the expression of their 
opinions has’ been stifled to-night. | 
would draw attention to the fact that 
most of the speeches have not been 
delivered from the Irish benches, although 
two Irish Members had notices of motion 
on the Notice Paper to reduce the Vote 


‘now before the House. The hon. 


Member for East Clare has two notices 
down, and I happen to have three 


, Amendments down. Both of us have been 


precluded—lI might say we have been boy. 
cotted—from expressing our opinions on 
the justice or otherwise of voting 
£13,000,000 to be spent on what we 
consider is an unjust war. I might also 
draw the First Lord’s attention to the 
fact that on the principal sums that com 
pose this £15,000,000——- [| Ministerial 
Any hon. Gen- 
tleman who wants to call me to order 
can come across the floor of the House 
and try his hand. I believe I am speak- 
ing correctly, and it is within the know 
iedge of the House that on two of these 
Votes, amounting to £8,000,000, not a 


, Single expression of opinion has come 
from the Irish benches. 


[ had an oppor- 
tunity of speaking last night for about 
ten minutes on the £13,000,000, which 
we take a greater interest in than we 
took in 125,000 men. I feel, as one who 
had three notices down on the Paper 
without having been given an opportunity 
of moving any of them, that this is a 
harsh and cruel attempt to stifle public 
opinion on this question. 


*Mr. TULLY: I want to discuss Vote 
9, and I take rather a different view to 


,some of my hon. friends behind me. 


They were objecting to the number of 
men and the amount of money that is. 
being voted for this war, but my objec- 
tion is on a different point. I think some 
opportunity should have been allowed to 
hon. Members on this side to discuss the 
question of the bad armaments, and | 
was endeavouring to do that when I was 
ruled out on a point of order. I think if 
the Liberal opposition were attending to 
their business they would have been in 
their places, and would have raised the 
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question of the inferior guns, rifles, and | allowed to speak on any matter. When 
powder sent out to South Africa. the First Lord of the Treasury has fired 
| off his speech he retires, and we do not 
*THeE CHAIRMAN: I must point out see him again until he comes back to 
to the hon. Member that he cannot|move the closure. We should be 
discuss these matters upon a motion for | neglecting our duty to our constituencies 
the adjournment of the Committee of | if we voted more than our legal propor- 
Ways and Means. tion to the war funds without protesting 
| by every means in our power. [ 
*Mr. TULLY: Then I shall support think we are perfectly justified in 
the motion of my hon. and learned friend | criticising the conduct of the First 
behind me to report progress. I think Lord of the Treasury or anyone else 
the Leader of the House, when he came’ who obstructs the fair discussion of 
down here and told us that this business | such a matter. Nota single one of the 
would have to be taken because it was Amendments put down has been moved, 
in accordance with the law, should and the Members who gave notice of 
have given us the law and stated the them are not to be blamed for it. One 
section of the statute. | shall support after another they rose in their places to 
my hon. and learned friend’s motion to move these reductions, and time after 
report progress. time they were ignored. I do not blame 
you, Mr. Lowther, for doing this. You 
Mr. CREAN (Queen’s Co., Ossory): might not beable to distinguish when you 
it was my intention to put a question to see hon. Gentlemen rise as to whether 
the front bench in connection with this they are going to move reductions or 
very matter. I intend to occupy a very speak on the general question; therefore 
short period of the time of this House in it is very hard to blame you for this. But 
discussing these matters. I was deeply we should not be honest if we did not 
interested myself in connection with the | state what we believe is the fact, that 
removal of the Militia from the city of you took this notice for the closure 
Cork. unfairl y—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That question *THE CHAIRMAN: That is not a pro- 

cannot be introduced upon the motion | per imputation for the hon. Member to 
now before the Committee. The question! make. The question is that I report 
is that I report progress. progress. 


Mr. CREAN: That is the motion I; Mr. CREAN: Then give me an oppor- 
am supporting, and I was going to speak | tunity to withdraw that expression. I 
on it. My reason is that we had no} beg to withdraw it. We would have dis- 
opportunity of speaking on the motion to | posed of the Vote in less time than it has 
enable us to deal with such a question as | taken us to make this protest, and there 
| have foreshadowed, and that is the | would be none of this indignation ex- 
very reason why we are protesting against | hibited on these benches. We were pre- 
the conduct of the First Lord of the’ pared to discuss the Vote honestly and 
Treasury in attempting to closure the | without prejudice—because we are capable 
debate. It is neither reasonable nor of discussing it without prejudice, although 
honest to do such a thing. | Ministerial | we are being unfairly muleted—and if we 
cries of “ Order, order !”| I amin perfect | could not induce you to reduce it we would 
order. It would be far more decent. of | | have atall events the satisfaction of show- 
the First Lord to tell us that we have no | ing that we were watching the interests 
voice in this matter, and we have only | of our constituents and doing our best to 
got to “pay, pay, pay.” You do not want | put down extravagant expenditure on a 
Trish Members, but you want Irish money | war which ought never to have been 
to pay for the soldiers, and you want | entered on. 

Irish soldiers to win your British battles. 
[Ministerial cheers.] Yes, and what is} Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I have a 
more you want Irish generals to lead | notice on the Paper to move a reduction 
them. You think Irish Members who | of this Vote, and on the two occasions on 
represent the people of Ireland ought to | which I have spoken I have indicated that 
be closured in this House, and not be | if I did aot get a satisfactory answer it 











327 Ways and 


would be my duty to move that reduction, 
but that if the answer were satisfactory | 
had no desire to put the Committee to the 
inconvenience of a division. The answer 
was not satisfactory, and I then indicated 
that I would move the reduction of the 
Vote later as a protest against the way in 
which I and other hon. Members have 
been treated at question time in this 
House, and also against the desire which 
I thought I discovered on the part of the 
Department to withhold information. 
Therefore I think the action of the First 
Lord of the Treasury is not one upon 
which he can congratulate himself. My 
experience is that he always endeavours 
to throw oil on troubled waters in this 
House, but I cannot think that he made 
good use of his power to-night. We are 
not at all afraid of criticism of our 
conduct. We are sent here to protest 
agaiust the war in a perfectly constitu- 
tional way, and we ought to be allowed 
to do it. We are the only representatives 
from Ireland who are expected to speak 
on this question. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, notably the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman for North Armagh. 





*Tue CHAIRMAN: This has nothing 
to do with the question before the Com- 
mittee. The hon. Gentleman must con- 
fine himself to giving reasons for the 
adjournment. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: My reason 
why we ought to adjourn now is that 
there is no urgency in the matter at all. 
The Government have plenty of power to 
get money, and there is no disposition to 
withhold it from them. We could not do 
it if we would, but we certainly think 
that every opportunity should be given 
to us to say what we have been sent here 
to say. Hon. Gentlemen have looked glum 
enough since the session opened 





*THE CHAIRMAN: I must call the 
attention of the Committee to the irrele- 
vance of the hon. Member, and request 
him to confine his remarks strictly to the 
motion before the Committee. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I will con- 
fine myself strictly to the motion that we 
ought to adjourn now. The First Lord 


of the Treasury has had his dash out, 
though I think he must feel sorry already 
for it, and I hope that even now he wiil | 


Mr. Patrick O’ Brien. 
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do a graceful act—as I know he is capable 
of doing—and accept the motion that 
progress be reported. 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): As an English Member, and one 
who is not opposed to supplies being 
granted to the Government, I would wish 
to give reasons why I feel compelled to 
vote with the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford. Some of us feel that this 
Vote is so mixed up between temporary 
and permanent purposes-—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I must remind the 
hon. Member that the original question 
before the Committee is the resolution 
in Ways and Means. The Committee 
having agreed to vote thirteen millions for 
certain services, the only question remain- 
ing is that that sum be paid out of the 
Consolidated Fund. There is a motion 
to report progress on that, and that is the 
only matter that can now be discussed. 


Mr. MADDISON : I was not going to 
argue the point at all. I was merely 
going to show why I join in the desire to 
get certain information from the First 
Lord of the Treasury. I was only about 
to say that while I could not vote against 
the whole Vote there were items in it 
which presented features to which I was 
opposed. I quite understand your ruling, 
Sir, that I cannot discuss what the Com- 
mittee has already decided, and if the 
matter remained there [ should be com- 
pelled to vote against the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford. But the 
First Lord of the Treasury has been asked 
in, I think, a very proper manner and in 
a good spirit what is the actual law which 
compels the Government to force this 
Vote through to-night. Surely if the 
right hon. Gentleman wishes to save the 
time of the Committee, and really 
has this information, he would ac- 
complish his purpose by giving it 
to us. If he gives us that infor- 
mation then I cannot vote with the 
hon and learned Member for Waterford. 
If he has that information it would suggest 
itself to one’s mind that he would at once 
give it, he might indeed have anticipated a 
demand which he, as an old and illustrious 
Parliamentary hand, must have known 
would be made under the circumstances. 
We are suffering under a disadvantage, 
and the right hon. Gentleman might at 
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least give us the compensation of proving 
to us that he has no option in the matter, 
and that the Vote must be taken to-night. 
If he does not give us his authority I will 
vote with the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bristol, 
W.): Perhaps the Committee will pardon 
me if I explain the position in a very few 
sentences. In the first place, the War 
Office is called upon, as the Committee are 
aware, to make certain heavy payments in 
consequence of the expenditure in behalf 
of the war beyond the amount authorised 
by Parliament in previous Votes of Supply. 
To-night the War Office has obtained in 
Supply authority to make those payments, 
but it cannot make them unless it is sup- 
plied with the means, and the means by 
which it can be supplied is by the Ex- 
chequer issuing money. Under the Ex- 
chequer and Audit Act, 1866, the 
Exchequer cannot issue money except 
under the authority of Parliament. What 
is essential is, that as soon as the Vote of 
Supply is obtained there shall be the 


authority of Parliament for the Exchequer | 


to issue the money. That is all we are 


asking. 


Mr. MADDISON : May I ask whether 
the right hon. Gentleman contends that 
there isa legal necessity to do that to- 
night? Would he give us the statute ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The Ex- 
chequer is generally supposed to be very 
anxious to keep its money, and it cannot 
issue money without the authority of 
Parliament. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 
hon. Gentleman has not told us anything 
that we did not know, and that the 
veriest tyro in Parliamentary procedure 
does not know. We all know that 
authority must be obtained by resolution 


such as that now before the Committee. | 


Will the right hon. Gentleman say 
whether there is any legal necessity com- 
pelling this Vote to be passed to-night ? 


| should be passed to-night. 
| Chancellor ot the Exchequer says it is the 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Because the | 
money is exhausted, and further money | 
is wanted at once. | 
t 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I submit that 
that is not quite a candid answer. Of 
course you want the money as soon as 
ever you can get it; but the case sub- 
mitted was that, according to law, you 
were bound to get it before a certain 
date, and you gave the Committee to 
understand you were bound to get it to- 
night. There is no such legal obligation. 
So far as the strict letter of the law is 
concerned it would suit you just as well 
to get this money on Monday or Tues- 
day. Under the circumstances [ think 
there is an additional argument against 
rushing this Vote through to-night, and 
there is strong reason why the indepen- 
dent members of the Committee should 
insist on having it postponed. If the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer were able to 
show by Act of Parliament that the 
money must be got to-night I would 
have nothing more to say, but 1 hope 
that under the circumstances the inde- 
pendent Members will assist in prevent- 
ing this Vote being obtained to-night. 


*Mr. CALDWELL: What the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has said is 
perfectly true, but it does not meet the 
question. The right hon. Gentleman 
knows very well that there is no need 
whatever why the resolution should be 
passed to-night. I challenge any hon. 
Member to point to any Act of Parlia- 
ment which provides that on this 16th of 
February you must have the Committee 
stage of Waysand Means. If Parliament 
had met a little later the date would be 
postponed, and it is all mere affectation 
for the Government to appear to be so 
anxious to keep the law when all Govern- 
ments notoriously evade and set it aside 
whenever it suits them. 


*Mr. WEIR: [will support the motion 
before the Committee unless some right 
hon. Gentleman on the Treasury bench 
gives a satisfactory explanation of the 


/law on this matter. We are told that 


the law requires this money to be passed 
to-night. Now, I see the Attorney 
General in his place. Let him give us 
the statute; we will find the section for 
ourselves. I feel we have not been 
treated fairly. We were told that there 
was an inflexible law that the money 
Now the 


practice? We want the law, not the 
practice. I would suggest to the Leader 
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of the House that in order to get through 
the business more rapidly we should 
commence earlier in the day than three 
o'clock. This waste of time is most 
unseemly, and an effort should be made 
to avoid it. To-night, if the closure 
had not been moved, I should have 
finished in two minutes, and the discus- 
sion by the Irish Members, who ought 
to have an opportunity, would have pro- 
ceeded, 


Mr. POWER: I have listened with 
attention to the speech of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer when he tried to prove 
that it was absolutely necessary that this 
Vote should be got to-night. He has 
utterly failed to prove his case, though 
he proved that, from a Government point 
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Vote to-night. That is a consideration 
which certainly carries no weight with us. 
I have sat in this House for a good many 
years. I remember the First Lord of the 
Treasury when he was a member of the 
fourth party, and even in those days he 
was remarkable for endeavouring to throw 
oil on troubled waters, and in his capacity 
as Leader of the House he does manage 
to throw oil on troubled waters. But his 
action to-night is opposed to all his pre- 
vious actions. He moved the closure 
when it was absolutely unnecessary, and 
I think he may thank himself for the 
predicament in which he is placed. 


Question put— 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 40; 


of view, it would be desirable to get the Noes, 231. 


Abraham, Wim. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 

{lough, Walter Owen 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Doogan, P. C. 

Evans, 8S. T. (Glamorgan) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Aird, John 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert Hnry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baird, John ( reorge Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith- (Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M. H.(Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Broderick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Mr. Weir. 


AYES. 


Farrell, J. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hogan, James Francis 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
McDonnell, DrM. A.(Queen’sC 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
Maddison, Fred 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Moss, Samuel 

' O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


NOES. 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

‘arlile, William Walter 
‘armichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
‘arson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
‘avendish, V. C. W. (Derbys.) 
‘ecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘hamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’rs.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

( ‘olomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
Cooke,C. W. Radcliffe(Heref’d) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalr¥mple, Sir Charles 


~ 


ee ee 


| Davies, M. Vaughan- (Card’gn 


(Division List No. 19) 


O'Malley, Williai: 
Parnell, John Howard 
Power, Patrick — 
edmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tully, Jasper 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, JohnCarvell (Notts. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Elliott,Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmot, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hon. Ail wyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(City of Lon. 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
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Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJn. | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo.’s 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Win. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, RK. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, R. P. 

Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Jefireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald W. E. 

Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
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M‘Arthur, W. (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F, 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Monckton, Edward Philip 


| Monk, Charles James 


More, Robt J. (Shropshire) 


| Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pearson, Sir Weetman, D. 
Pease, HerbertPike( Darlingt’n 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, RtHnHoraceCurzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

tentoul, James Alexander 
tichardson, J. (Durham,S. EF.) 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’! 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
fobinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F. 8. (Chelten’m 
ussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 


TELLERS 
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Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. Ed..J. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. Jno. (Forfars.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, ise. Chas. Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf. Univ. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrone 


FOR THE NOES 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Committee 








Original Question again proposed. 

Debate arising ; and it being after mid- 
night, the Chairman proceeded to inter- 
rupt the business :— 

Whereupon Mr. A. J. Balfour rose 


in his place, and claimed to move, ‘ That 
the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I wish to 
ask your ruling, Sir, on a point of order. 
It is now after twelve o'clock. At the 
time twelve o'clock struck we were 


engaged in taking a division on a motion | 


to report progress. When the Committee 
resumed, after that division, the main 


question came before the 
again. Under Rule 1 of the Standing 
Orders it is provided that on Mondays, 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Fridays the 
proceedings should stop at twelve of the 
clock unless in the case of the exceptions 
that are provided. Unless those excep- 
tions enable you to put the main ques- 
tion on the resumption of the Committee 
after twelve o'clock, I submit it is in- 
competent for you to receive any motion 
for the closure, and it is incumbent on 
you to vacate the chair. 

*THe CHAIRMAN : The practice which 
has been followed to-night is one for 
which we have many precedents during. 
this Parliament. If the hon. Member 
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will look at the next paragraph of the | says that business is to stop at twelve 


orders he will find these words :— 


“Provided always that on the interruption 
of business the closure may be moved.” 


The interruption of business occurred 
when the numbers were announced from 
twelve 
the interruption of business occurred ; 


the chair; it being 


and on the interruption 


the First Lord of the Treasury 


the closure. 


Mr. JOHN 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bainbrilge, Emerson 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 

3each, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, Jolin 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, E. (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
Cooke,C. W. Radclifte( Heref’d) | 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 


REDMOND: 
respectfully that that does not do away 
with the operation of the rule which 


| o'clock. 


Mr. 


order. Is 
o'clock, 


of business 


moved *THE 


point of order. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: There is the pro- 
_viso doing it. 
CALDWELL : 
there 
moving the closure 
question has not been discussed at all ? 


CHAIRMAN : 


On a point of 
any precedent for 
when the original 


That is not a 
The question is that the 


original question be now put. 


I submit 


Noes, 40. 


The Committee divided :— 
(Division List, No. 


AYES. 
jDalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Denny, Colonel 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir Williain Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir Ww liam 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
F inch, George H. 


| 
| 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H(C ityof Lond. 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 

G ladstone,R t. HnHerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Golds worthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
GoschenRtHnt 1.J.(StGeorge’s 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 


Gretton, John 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


| Haldane, Richard Burdon 
| Hamilton, Kt. Hn. Lord George | 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 


| Haslett, Sir James Horner 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
Helder, Augustus 


| Henderson, Alexander 
| Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 


Ayes, 227 : 
30.) 


Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Horniman, . sepeme John 
Houston, R. 

Hozier, : James H. C. 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain H. M. 
Johnston, William, (Belfast) 
Kearley, Hudson’ £. 

Kenyon, James 

Keny on-Slaney, Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas- a a William 
Macartney, . Ellison 
Macdona, ee ieneiaine 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirHerbert E. 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William raha 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 


O’Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
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Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | 
Pearson, Sir Weetinan D. 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | 
Penn, John | 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plunkett, Rt.Hn HoraeceCurzon | 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

P rovand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col! Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’] | 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. | 
Ritehie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Herbert(Hacnney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenhaim 


Abraham Wim. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Doogan, P. C. 


Evans, S. 'T. (Glamorgan) 


Seton-Karr, 
| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| Simeon, Sir 
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Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


| Rutherford, John 


tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Henry 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (orfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Atthur Wellesley 
Stevenson Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | 


Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 


NOES. 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Hayden, John Pe trick 
Hogan, James [ranecis 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
MacDonnell,Dr.M.A.(Q’n’sC. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
Maddison, Fred. 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Moss, Samuel 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


Original Question put accordingly. 


The Committee divided ; 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 
Are shd: ue, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. | 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Jaldwin, Alfred 

Jalfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHn AH Smith- (Hunts 
Bartley, George C. 
Beach;Rt. Hn. Sir M. H. (Bristol 
Jeaumont. Wentworth C. B. 
Seckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 
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224; Noes, 32. 


AYES. 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
jutcher, John George 
3uxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Carlile, Williain Walter 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. ) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh’e 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore'r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Cooke,C. W. Radcliffe( Heref’d) 


M 
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Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trev elyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

V incent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
W alton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, ‘Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene 

Webster, Sir Richard E. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
W harton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,J oseph Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, Frederick W. Norfolk) 


| Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, RtHonE. R.( Bath) 
| Wylie, Alexander 


Wyndham, George 
Ww yvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Y erburgh, Lobert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John Howard 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
tedmond, J. EL (W Seated 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 

Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 

Tanner, Charles Kearns 

Tully, Jasper 

Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
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again upon 


Whereupon the Chairman 


Chair to make his Report to the House. Monday next. 
Adjourned at half after Twelve of 


the clock, till Monday next. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday 


conumencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 19th February, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 


Scottish American Investment Com- 
pany, Limited [H.L.]. 

London Hydraulic Power Company 
[H.L. . 

North-Eastern Railway [H.L. }. 

North-Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) 
[H.L. 

Tatf Vale Railway [H.L.]. 

Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 
Harbours [H.L. | 

Rhymney Railway [H.L.]. 

(yreat Southern and Western and 
Waterford and Central Ireland Rail- 
way Companies Amalgamation [H.L. ]. 

(rreat Southern and Western and 
Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation 
[HAL }. 

Great Southern and Western Railway 


[H.1.. }. 

lmschenetzky’s Uralite Patent [H.L. |. 

Whitechape! and Bow Railway |H.L.]. 
And the Certificate that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with :--- 

St. David's Railway (Abandonment). 
And the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bills have been complied 
with : 

Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw 

Tramways. 

Wellingborough and District Tram- 

roads, 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


COWES PIER BILL [H.L.]. 


BUILDING REGULATIONS 
BILL [H.L.}. 


NEATH HARBOUR BILL [H.1.}. 
Read 2” 
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RAWMARSH URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [#.1.]. 


SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L.]. 


GLYNCORRWG URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL GAS BILL [u.1.]. 


WALSALL CORPORATION BILL 


Leports, Le. 


[H.L. J. 


Read 2¢. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EDUCATION. 

List of School Boards and School 
Attendance Committees in England and 
Wales, Ist January, 1900: Presented (by 
command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


LUNACY. 

Return to the Lord Chancellor of the 
number of visits made and the number of 
patients seen by the several Com- 
missioners in Lunacy during the six 
months ended 31st December, 1899. 


COMMITTALS (IRELAND). 
Returns from Clerks of the Crown and 
Peace of the number of persons com- 
mitted for trial in 1899. 


DUCHY OF LANCASTER. 
Account of receipts and disbursements 
in 1899. 


NATIONAL DEBT. 

1. Military Savings ‘Banks.—Account 
or gross amount of all moneys received 
and paid by the Commissioners for the 
Reduction of the National Debt on 
account of “The Fund for Military 
Savings Banks.” 


II. Savings Banks and Friendly 


Societies. — 


1. Account of the gross amount of 
all sums received and paid by the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of 
the National Debt on account of 
banks for savings and friendly socie- 
ties in Great Britain and Ireland, 
from their commencement at 6th 
August, 1817, to 20th November, 
1899, inclusive. 

2. Account of the several transac- 
tions which have taken place, during 
the year ended 20th November, 1899, 
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in the investment of all moneys 
which came into the hands of the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of 
the National Debt for savings banks 
and friendly societies. 

3. Account showing the aggregate 
amount of the liabilities of the 
Government to the trustees of 
savings banks and friendly societies 
respectively on 20th November 1899, 
ete. 


SEA AND COAST FISHERIES FUND 
(IRELAND) (NON-CONGESTED — DIS- 
TRICTS). 

Account for the year ended 31st 

December, 1899. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1859. 

Treasury Minute, dated 10th January, 
1900, declaring that for the due and 
efficient discharge of the duties of the 
office of Inspector of Canal Boats, under 
the Local Government Board, _ pro- 
fessional or other peculiar qualifications 
not ordinarily to be acquired in the 
public service are requisite. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 to 1891 
(CONDITIONAL LICENCE). 

Licence granted by Her Majesty to 
Dinah Cohen, a convict under detention 
in Aylesbury Prison, permitting the said 
Dinah Cohen to be at large, on condition 
that she enter the Royal Victoria Home, 
Horfield, near Bristol. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


VOLUNTEER RANGES. 

*THE Earn oF DARTMOUTH: My 
Lords, I rise to ask the Secretary of State 
for War how the sum of £40,000, which 
was in last year’s Estimates appropriated 
to Volunteer ranges, has been applied, and 
what portion has been allocated to the 
North-Western District. This is, of 
course, only a small portion of a very 
much larger question, but anything which 
has to do with the shooting of our Volun- 
teers at the present time is of importance. 
It will be in your Lordships’ recollection 
that considerable inconvenience wascaused 
to many Volunteer corps soon after the 
issue of the Lee-Metford rifles by the com- 
pulsory closing of their ranges. I ven- 


tured to call attention to the subject 
last year, and the 
my noble 


reply I then re- 


ceived from triend the 


1 LORDS} 
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'Secretary of State for War was a 
sympathetic one, and, so far as it went, 
very satisfactory. A sum of £40,000 
was, I understand, voted last year to 
assist those Volunteers corps whose ranges 
had been compulsorily closed to obtain 
others. At the old range on which the 
battalion to which I belong used to fire 
an accident occurred, and as the result of 
an inquiry the range was condemned, and 
rightly condemned. The colonel of 
the battalion at once set about looking 
for another range, and with some difficulty 
obtained one. It was found that it would 
cost £1,200 to put the range into a 
thoroughly efficient state, and an applica- 
tion was made to the War Oifice for a 
grant, out of the £40,000 that had been 
voted, of £250 towards the cost. That 
application was refused, and I cannot 
make out on what ground it was refused. 
I am informed, but I can hardly believe 
it, that in cases where other ranges 
have been obtained, or where — steps 
have been taken to obtain other ranges, 
no assistance will be given. It would 
appear to me, my Lords, that the officers 
who are energetic enough .to do their 
utmost to obtain other ranges to supply 
the deficiency should he the first to 
obtain assistance. As no assistance was 
given by the Goverment in the case to 
which I have referred, and as the ofticers 
of the regiment could not bear the burden 
—it must be remembered that Volun- 
teer officers are many of them not rich 
men—they had to fall back on the 
public. I think it will be generally ad 
mitted that during the present war the 
conduct of the public has heen admirable. 
They have borne our reverses witha patience 
and a courage which are beyond praise, and 
in whatever direction tieir assistance has 
been asked, whether for the Soldiers’ and 
Sailors’ Families Association, forthe widows 
and orphans, for thesickand wounded, or for 
the equipment of the Imperial Yeomanry 
Volunteers, their assistance has been 
readily given. But [ humbly submit that 
we ought not to ask too much of public 
spirit and public enterprise. Only the 
other day, in discussing the qnestion of 
the extension of the time of training for 
Volunteers from one week to four weeks, 
the Under Secretary of State for War said, 
“ We trust to the patriotism of employers.” 
It seems to me, my Lords, that we cannot 
run our national defences on charity, and, 
while publie spirit is perfectly ready to 
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do its share, I do not think we should ask 
too much of it. We all realise the im- 
portance of accurate rifle shooting among 
our Volunteers, and we also thoroughly 
realise the difficulties in the way of 
providing ranges. I understand there 
is a proposal to re-open some of the | 
ranges that were closed. With adequate 
protection that might be done, but it 
seems to me that if those ranges are 
not unsafe they ought never to have 
been closed, and if they are unsafe 
they ought never to be reopened, ' 
But the case to which I have referred is 
one where a range had been obtained 
and where a little assistance from 
the Government would have been of the 
greatest value. I have ventured to deal 
with this more or less personal question, 
hecause, in my opinion, is it part of one 
whole force, and I should be much 
obliged if the noble Marquess, in answering 
me, would explain the principle which has 
guided the authorities in making the 
distribution of this fund. 


*TueE Earn or NORTHBROOK : 


before my noble friend 


My 


Lords, the 


Secretary of State for War answers the 
question which has been put to him by 


the noble Earl, I should like to make a 
suggestion. I apprehend that the two 
most important matters with which the 
War Office have to deal in the present 
juncture of military affairs are, _ first, 
the organisation of the Militia, and, 
secondly, the encouragement of shooting 
all over the country. The question raised 
hy my noble friend is connected with 
providing ranges for the use of Volun- 
teers. That subject is of great importance, 
and I hope that, pending the provision of 
ranges in one way or another, some alter- 
ation will be made in the War Office 
regulations so that the expenses incurred 
by Volunteers in travelling from their 
residences to the piaces where the targets 
are situated shall be paid for by the 
Government, as well as the cost of the 
ammunition which they expend. The 
other day my noble friend behind me, 
Lord Tweedmouth, made what I consider 
a most valuable suggestion on this sub- 
ject. He said it was quite possible that 
rifle shooting might, to a very considerable , 
extent, be taught at short ranges. There 
is no man in your Lordships’ House who 
is more competent to express an opinion | 
on this subject than my noble friend, who 


is accustomed to rifle shooting and is ! 
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himself an excellent shot. 
all ought to assist the Government 
in every way in our power, and the 
suggestion I wish to offer to the Secretary 
of State is this. At the present time, 
under the Military Lands Act, the county 
councils have the power, on a requisition 
from one or two Volunteer Corps, to 
acquire land by voluntary arrangement 
for Volunteer purposes, and that power 
includes the provision of rifle ranges. I 
wish to ask my noble friend whether, if 
the county councils were prepared to do 
the work, he would have any objection to 
extending the voluntary power which 
they now have and making it a compulsory 
power, at any rate for the purpose of 
obtaining moderately short ranges, which 
would be useful, not only for the Volun- 
teers, but for the education of the 
population of the country in rifle shooting. 
Atthe present moment county councils have 
the power of acquiring land compulsorily 
for allotments, and I do not think any of 
your Lordships would say that the pro- 
vision of rifle ranges is a less important 
matter than the provision of allotments. 
The compulsory provision in respect of 
allotment: has worked admirably through- 
out the country. When complaints have 
been made to county councils they have 
appointed committees of three members 
to inquire into them on the spot. These 
committees have met, and upon their 
reports the county councils have acted. 
In my own county, although we have had 
a good many complaints of the want of 
allotments, yet after the inquiries have 
been made, and the parties concerned 
communicated with, we have come to 
amicable arrangements and have not been 
obliged to use our compulsory powers. [ 
believe that, if a similar provision was 
introduced with respect, at any rate, to the 
hire of land for rifle ranges such as have 
been suggested by my noble friend Lord 
Tweedmouth, it could be worked without 
any friction, that there would be little 
or no difficulty in coming to a conelu- 
sion, and that the compulsory powers 
would only rarely be exercised. I know 
cases in my own county where ditticulties 
have been put in the way of using 
ranges by proprietors, and the same thing 
has happened in other counties. Win- 
chester is an important depot centre. It 
is the depot of the Hampshire regiments, 
and when the barracks which are now 
being built are completed, it will become 
the depot of two other very important 
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I think we 
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regiments, the King’s Royal Rifles and 
the Rifle Brigade. Winchester is sur- 
rounded by downs, and yet there is 
no convenient range near. There can 
be no difficulty with proper arrange- 
ments in the way of a sufticient 
range being acquired. It is most 
important that our recruits should 
be taught to shoot; but if you cannot 
find ranges where they can practise, how 
can you possibly make them good shots ? 
My suggestion is that the Secretary of 
State for War should accept the assist- 
ance of county councils in this matter, 
and if he gives me any encouragement I 
shall be happy to introduce a Bill in this 
House giving compulsory powers to 
county councils in respect of rifle ranges. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE): 
My Lords, the apparently limited question 
put on the Paper by my noble friend, 
which had reference to a matter of strictly 
local interest, has led to two very 
interesting speeches, which I have listened 
to with great attention, and which, I am 
hound to say, seem to me to be instrue- 
tive and helpful. With regard to the sum 
taken under the Act of 1899 for local 
ranges, [ have to say that we placed our- 
selves in communication with the general 
ofticers of the districts and called upon 
them to make to us recommendations as 
to the most advantageous manner in 
which this comparatively small sum might 
be spent. The sum was, as my noble 
friend nas told the House, intended as a 
means of giving grants or subventions to 
Volunteer corps, or groups of corps, who 
might be endeavouring to provide them- 
selves with range accommodation, and 
who could not command sufficient funds 
for the purpose. We have only just 
received the last of the answers to these 
interrogatories, and I am able to tell my 
noble friend that no allotment has yet 
heen made of the £40,000. I therefore 
cannot tell him how much the district in 
which he is interested is likely to obtain. 
I need not point out to the House that 
this sum was taken as an experiment, and 
I am bound to say that if that experiment 
succeeds, and I hope it will, it seem to me 
that we ought to do more in the same direc- 
tion. With regard to what fell from Lord 
Northbrook, I am quite prepared to say 
that, whatever is done this year with 
regard to the special training of Volun- 


teer corps, we shall certainly arrange 


The Earl of Northbrook. 


{LORDS} 





that a proper amount of musketry in- 
struction shall form part of that training ; 
and if that is so, I think it is only fair to 
say that travelling allowances will be 
arranged in such a manner as to enable 
Volunteers to have access to ranges 
without, at any rate, having to put their 
hands into their own pockets. For that 
purpose the noble Earl made a very 
reasonable suggestion. He suggested, as 
I understood, that we should not merely, 
as we had intended, co-operate with 
Volunteer corps or groups of corps, but 
that we should co-operate with the local 
authorities, the county councils, in order 
to obtain ranges in parts of the country 
where difticulty is experienced in obtain- 
ing them; and that for that purpose 
county councils should be given compul- 
sory powers. The matter is one which | 
should like to consider. I think some 
means of that kind is necessary, because 
experience has shown us that the difticulty 
in many parts of the United Kingdom in 
obtaining ranges is really sometimes in- 
superable. [am very familiar with the 
case the noble Earl referred to, that of 
Winchester, and | must say that [ was 
never more disappointed than when, after 
an interminable negotiation, we found it 
was impossible for us to obtain a suitable 
site for a range. I shall be very glad to 
consider the noble Karl’s sugzestion, and 
I hope we may be able to devise some 
means of using the agency of the county 
council for the purpose of assisting the 
Volunteers in this respect. If we do use 
that agency I do not see why, just as we 
are prepared to give grants to Volunteer 
corps, we might not in some cases place 
public money at the disposal of the local 
authority for the purpose. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : My Lords, I 
am very glad to hear that the Secretary 
of State for War looks upon this question 
of ranges in so sympathetic a manner. | 
hope he will bring all his influence to bear, 
both with the local authorities and with 
the various Departments of the Govern- 
ment, including the Treasury, to secure 
some distinct steps being taken in the 
direction of providing better and more 
numerous ranges. In this connection | 
am tempted to give the House a singular 
piece of evidence which I came across 
yesterday as to the advantages to be 
gained from shooting at the shorter 
ranges. I was reading that excellent 
book on the life of Stonewall Jackson, by 
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Colonel Henderson, who is now on the 
Staff in South Africa, and is well fitted to 
speak on any military matter. In that 
book the author gives a table of the com- 
parative ranges and effective fire of 
different rifies. Colonel Henderson gives 
the effective range of the Martini-Henry 
rifle, sighted at 2,150 yards, as 400 yards, 
and that of the modern magazine rifle, 
sighted at 3,200 yards, as 450 yards. 
Surely, if an authority of weight such as 
Colonel Henderson puts down the really 
effective range of the modern magazine 
rifle at 450 yards, it stands to reason that 
what we should endeavour to do is to 
make Volunteers first-rate shots at 450 
yards to commence with. When they 
are capable of shooting at the shorter 
ranges they might be trained at longer 
ranges where they could practise with 
perfect safety. After all, the danger of a 
range is to be measured largely by the 
distance at which you shoot the target. 
The danger does not arise when firing at 
short ranges, because, even if a man does 
drop the muzzle of his rifle, the bullet 
hits the ground comparatively near to the 
target and is caught either by the target 
itself or on the butt. Iam sure the sub- 


ject is one worthy of your Lordships’ 


attention. 


Lorp WENLOCK: My Lords, there 
is one point in connection with the answer 
which has been given by my noble friend 
the Secretary of State for War on which 
[ think the House might receive a little 
more definite information. I understood 
from him that no money has been spent, 
and that the grant given last year is going 
to lapse. It would be very satisfactory if 
he could tell us that the grant will be re- 
newed. This matter has excited a great 
deal of attention amongst Volunteers. In 
my own district, which is a poor one, 
there has been considerable difficulty in 
providing range accommodation, and the 
money necessary for putting the range in 
proper order has been borrowed on the 
personal responsibility of a few officers. 
I do not think that is a position in which 
these officers ought to be placed, and I 
hope the noble Marquess will be able to 
satisfy us that, at all events, if the grant 
is not to be renewed, another grant will 
he made of the same amount as last year. 


THE MArQuEss OF LANSDOWNE: I 
am under the impression that the sum in 
question was provided under the Military 
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Works Loans Act, and there would there- 
fore be no question of the money lapsing. 


and Volunteers. 


INEBRIATES AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL [H.1.}. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BALFour OF BURLEIGH): MyLords, 
the circumstances under which it is neces- 
sary to ask Parliament to pass this short 
Bill are these: In the year before last 
Parliament passed a measure giving local 
authorities, both in England and Scot- 
land, power to contribute to or establish 
certified inebriates’ reformatories. Sub 
sequent experience has shown us_ that 
in two small points the Act, in its appli- 
cation to Scotland, is not perfect. It 
refers to the Reformatory Schools Act of 
1877, and gives the local authorities the 
same powers to contribute to inebriates’ 
reformatories as they have to reform- 
atories generally in that Act, but it has 
been pointed out that in that Act there isno 
power to raise loans, and that the definition 
of burghs is imperfect. As those of your 
Lordships who come from Scotland know, 
there is more than one kind of burgh in 
Scotland, and they are not all mentioned 
in the definition clause of the Act of 1877. 
The first clause of this Bill remedies that 
defect, and the second clause adds one 
offence to the schedule, which, when com- 
mitted accompanied by drunkenness, 
renders those who commit it liable to be 
brought before a magistrate for committal 
to a certified inebriate reformatory. The 
offence in question is that of behaving 
whilst drunk in a riotous or disorderly 
manner. The Bill is a short and simple 
one, and I need not detain your Lord- 
ships by giving any further explanation 
of it. I beg to move that it be read a 
second time. 

Bill read 2¢ (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House To-morrow. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY AND VOLUN- 
TEERS—TEMPORARY ARMY RANK— 
RELATIVE RANK WITH MILITIA 
OFFICERS. 

Lorp RAGLAN: My Lords, I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that granting tem- 
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porary rank in the Army to officers of 
the Imperial Yeomanry and Imperial 
Volunteers has superseded all Militia 
officers of equal rank; and what steps 
will be taken to remedy this injustice. I 
am sure I shall be anticipating what the 
noble Marquess will say when I state 
that the question of relative rank amongst 
the Auxiliary forces as compared withthe 
Army is one of extreme difficulty. All 
officers in the Regular Army are senior 
to officers in the Militia, Yeomanry, and 
Volunteers of the same rank. Officers of 
Militia are senior, in the same way, to 
officers in the Yeomanry and Volunteers, 
and officers in the Yeomanry are seniorto 
Volunteer otticers of the same rank. This 
new force which has lately been raised, 
the Imperial Yeomanry, has been officered 
partly from the Reserve of Officers who 
have served in the Army, partly from 
Militia officers, partly from Yeomanry 
officers, and, in some instances, by gentle- 
men who apparently have never before 
held Her Majesty’s commission. The 
effect of granting them temporary rank 


Standing 


in the Army makes them senior to the~ 


Militia ofticers of the same rank. 
These Militia otticers have been embodied 
some months, and many of them are doing 
duty in South Africa. As regards officers 
of low rank the effect will be slight. 
Those whom it will affect most seriously 
are the commanding officers of Militia 
battalions in South Africa. We will take 
the case of a Militia commanding officer 
stationed somewhere on the line of com- 
munication. At the same place there may 
be quartered, also for the protection of 
the line of communication, a battalion of 
Yeomanry. Any attack from the Boers 
driven off with success naturally brings 
kudos to the ofticer in command, but in 
that case the unhappy Militia officer, who 
has, perhaps, done 25 years service, will 
be junior to the officer commanding the 
battalion of Imperial Yeomanry, who has 
probably never served before. I beg to 
ask the question of which I have given 
notice. 


*THE MaAreuEss or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I think it is likely that there 
will be some supersession of the kind to 
which the noble Lord has called attention. 
The facts are as he stated them. The 
Imperial Yeomanry have been enlisted as 
part of the Regular Army. It was 
necessary to do so, because if they had 
remained under the Yeomanry Act we 


Lord Raglan. 
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should have had no power over them out- 
side the limits of the United Kingdom. 
For that reason the men were enlisted in 
the Regular Army, and temporary com- 
missions in the Regular Army were given 
to the officers. I see the difficulty the 
noble Lord suggests, but Ido not exactly 
see how we are to get over it. Itis quite 
clear that the inconvenience, if there is 
any, is a temporary one, because the 
Imperial Yeomanry is a_ special force 
which has been raised for the operations 
now in progress, and [ cannot help think. 
ing that the case he has imagined of a 
colonel of a Militia battalion being super- 
seded by a colonel of a battalion, [ think 
he said, of the Imperial Yeomanry, is not 
very likely to occur. The intention is to 
employ the Imperial Yeomanry in com- 
panies as mounted infantry, and I cannot 
help thinking that if by some chance a 
senior officer of mounted infantry and a 
senior officer of Militia found themselves 
together it would probably be for a few 
hours, or days at the most, and the 
practical inconvenience will not be great. 

Lorp RAGLAN: Can the 
Marquess say that the whole question of 
relative rank, which is a very important 
one, will be inquired into ? 

*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
I should be glad to refer the question to 
persons better informed in regard to 
military seniority than [ am. 


noble 


MILITIA AND THE FRANCHISE. 

Lord RAGLAN: My Lords, I beg to 
ask Her Majesty’s Government whether 
they will include embodied Militiamem in 
any Bill they may introduce to prevent 
the Reserve men, Yeomanry, and Volun- 
teers from being disfranchised by doing 
permanent duty. I only ask this question 
because, both in the discussions on this 
subject in the public Press and in another 
place, no mention has been made of the 
Militia. 

*THE MArQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
In any Bill which is introduced for this 
purpose we shall certainly take particular 
care that the Militia are provided for. I 
may comfort the noble Lord by stating 
that I have seen the draft of the Bill, and 
Militia men are included in it. 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Report from the Committee of Chair- 
men of the Standing Committee, that. 
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they have appointed the Karl of Kimberley 
Chairman of the Standing Committee ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


House adjourned at Five of the- 


clock, till To-morrow, half-past 
Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Monday, 19th February, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re 
portfromone of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, that, in the ease of the 
following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 62 

has been complied with, viz.:- 


3elfast and County Down Railway Bill. 
Great Northern Railway Bill. 
Mid-lkent Water Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BI 
ING ORDERS APPLICAB 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
Kirst Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. : 


LI 


SS (STAND- 
LE’ 


FHERETO 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 
Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 

STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders 
are applicable, viz. :— 

Military Lands Provisional Order Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow. 
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CITY OF LONDON (VARIOUS POWERS) 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Business. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : This 
Bill empowers the City of London——- 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Does 
the hon. Member object ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: No, Sir. I do 
not wish to object. I only wish to point 
out that the Bill raises the same matter 
of principle as the London County Coun- 
cil (Spitalfields Market) Bill, and provid- 
ing that no objection comes from any 
representative of the City, I suggest that 
they should both be sent to the same 
Committee. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


POLICE AND IMPROVE- 


MENT BILL. 


ABERDEEN 


* AIRDRIE, COATBRIDGE, AND DISTRICT 


WATER TRUST BILL. 
BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 
BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 

BUCKINGHAM, TOWCESTER, AND 
METROPOLITAN JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 


CROYDON TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVE 
MENTS BILL. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 
EXETER CORPORATION BILL. 


FARNWORTH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 
GAS LIGHT AND COKE, COMMERCIAL 
GAS, AND SOUTH METROPOLITAN 
GAS COMPANIES BILL. 


GLASTONBURY CORPORATION GAS 
BILL. 


GREAT YARMOUTH PORT AND 
HAVEN BILL. 


HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. 
HAMILTON BURGH BILL, 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


ILFRACOMBE IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed, 
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LANCASTER CORPORATION BILL. 
LEE CONSERVANCY BILL. 

LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (COMPUL- 


SORY PURCHASE OF LAND) BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL- 
FIELDS MARKET) BILL. 


LOWESTOFT RAILWAY BILL. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL. 


MARKET WEIGHTON DRAINAGE 
AND NAVIGATION BILL. 


MORECAMBE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL (GAS) BILL. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
OLDHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
OSSETT CORPORATION GAS BILL. 
PONTEFRACT PARK BILL. 


READING CORPORATION (TRAM- 
WAYS) BILL. 


ROCHDALE CORPORATION BILL. 
SCARBOROUGH CORPORATION BILL. 


SOUTHPORT EXTENSION AND TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


SPALDING URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(WATER) BILL. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION ~ TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


TOTTENHAM URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 


WAKEFIELD CORPORATION MARKET 


SILL. 

WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 
WIDNES AND RUNCORN BRIDGE BILL. 
WOODBRIDGE DISTRICT WATER BILL. 

Pead a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES’ OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION. 
_ Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Kingston ; Worcester ; and Croydon ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Fryston ; 
Ryhill; Pilsey; Flimby; Clifton; 
Broughton Moor ; St. Helens ; Buckhill ; 
and Oakley ; to lie upon the Table. 


POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1845. 
Petition from Portpatrick, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF WOODLANDS. 
Petition from Malton, for alteration of 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from London :; 
Bishop’s Stortford ; and Carlton ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Hull ; and 
Eecles ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH- 
SHIRE) BILL. 
Petition from Bishop’s Stortford, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Ardrossan : 
Peebles ; Broughty Ferry ; Stonehaven : 
and Turriff ; to lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION ACTS, 1867 TO ISDS. 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Hemsworth ; and Wycombe ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
NATIONAL DEBT (SAVINGS BANKS 
AND FRIENDLY SOCIETIES). 
Annual Account presented, for the 
period ended 20th November, 189% 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 62. | 


NATIONAL DEBT (MILITARY SAVINGS 
BANKS). 

Account presented of the Gross Amount, 

of all Moneys received and paid by the 

Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
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National Debt on account of the Fund 
for Military Savings Banks, from 19th 
September, 1845, to the 5th January, 
1900 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 63.] 


MILITARY WORKS ACT, 1897. 
Account presented, for the period ended 
31st March, 1899, together with the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 64.] 


DUCHY OF LANCASTER. 
Accounts presented for the year ended 
21st December, 1899 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to he printed. [ No. 
65. 
FUND 
DIs- 


FISHERIES 
(NON-CONGESTED 


SEA AND COAST 
(IRELAND) 
TRICTS). 
Account presented for the year ended 

31st December, 1899 [by Act]; to lie 

upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATIONS. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 10th January, 1900, declaring that 
for the due and efficient discharge of 


the duties of the office of Inspector of 
Canal Boats under the Local Government 


Board, professional or other peculiar 
qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired 
in the public service are required [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI- 
TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of Licence granted 
to Dinah Cohen, a convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting the 
suid Dinah Cohen to be at large on con- 
dition that she enter the Royal Victoria 
Home, Hortield, near Bristol [by Act] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


CONTEMPT OF COURT (IRELAND) 
PERSONS COMMITTED. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 20th October, 1899 ; Mr. Patrick 
Aloysius M*Huyh\ ; to lie upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Lunacy.—Copy of Return to the Lord 

Chancellor of the number of Visits made 

and the number of Patients seen by the 

Commissioners in Lunacy during the six 
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months ending on the 31st December, 
1899 [by Act]. 


ROYAL PATRIOTIC COMMISSION. 

Address for “Return of Pensions and 
Retiring Allowance granted to imployees 
by the Royal Patriotic Commissioners 
since the issue of the Royal Commission, 
1854 :— 





Name. 


ment, 


ment. 
Date of engage- 


Date of retirement. 
Age at retirement. 


Nature of employ- 
Salary prior to re- 
Date of last pay- 


| 











(Mr. Kearley.) 


H.ALS. “DIADEM,” ETC. (BOLLERS). 

Return ordered, “showing the cost of 
repairs to the Boilers of H.M.S. ‘ Diadem,.’ 
‘Niobe,’ ‘Arrogant,’ ‘Furious,’ ‘Powerful,’ 
and ‘Terrible, since they were com- 
missioned.”-—(VUr. /Villium Allan.) 


QUESTIONS. 

AFRICAN WAR—PROPOSED 
DAY OF HUMILIATION. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): [beg to ask the First Lord of: the 
Treasury whether as on 28th February, 
1855, Her Most Gracious Majesty, by 
and with the advice of the Privy Council, 
issued a Proclamation that Wednesday, 
21st March, 1855, be observed as a day 
of solemn fast, humiliation, and prayer, 
for a blessing on our arms, and the 
restoration of peace, Her Majesty’s pre- 
sent advisers will tender to the Sovereign 
similar advice that such a day may be 
appointed as was done during the Crimean 
War. [Ironical Nationalist cheers.] In 
putting the question may I ask you, Mr. 
Speaker, whether it is seemly that such a 
question should be received with jeers by 
hon. Members. 


SOUTH 


THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): In answer to my hon. friend I have 
to say that the precedent he quotes from 
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1855 does not seem to me to be applicable, 
and that Her Majesty’s Government have 
not tendered to Her Majesty the advice 
suggested hy my hon. friend. 


ROYAL PATRIOTIC FUND.—COM- 
MITTEE OF INQUIRY. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) : I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is now in a position to state 
what course of action the Government 
contemplate with regard to the administra- 
tion of the various funds controlled by 
the Commissioners of the Royal Patriotic 
Fund ; and whether steps are being taken 
to ascertain the disposition of those who 
are collecting and administering new 
funds for the war to bring them into one 
general fund, in order to ensure the most 
liberal distribution without the danger of 
overlapping. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have obtained 
the consent of the following gentlemen to 
serve on the Committee of Inquiry—a 
Committee which is neither parliamentary 
nor departmental—an independent Com- 
mittee:— 


Lord Justice Henn Collins (Chairman) ; 
The Earl of Northbrook, G.C.S.1. ; 
The Right Hon. Wiiliam Lidderdale ; 
The Lord Mayor ; 

Mr. Whitmore, M.P. ; 

Mr. Robson, ().C., M.P. : 

The Rev. Cosmo Lang ; 

Col. Twynam. 


The-order of reference is as follows :-- 

“To eonsider with the assistance of the 
managers of the various charitable funds 
available for the relief of persons who have 
served or are serving in the field, or of the 
families of such persons, how these funds may 
he distributed with the least waste, and to the 
hest advantage of those for whom they were 
intended.” 


TRANSPORT — H.M.S. “POWERFUL” 
AND * TERRIBLE.” 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty how many troops were 
carried by Her Majesty’s ship ‘ Power- 
ful” from the Mauritius to South Africa ; 
on what date did she reach a South 
African port; and how many days has 
she ,been at sea, and how many days in 
harbour. I beg also to ask what number 
of troops, if any, Her Majesty’s ship 
“Terrible” carried to South Africa; on 
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what date did she first arrive at a South 
African port ; and since that date how 
many days has she been at sea, and how 
many days in harbour. 


THE FIRST LORD oF THE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The number of troops 
carried by the “ Powerful ” from Mauritius 
to South Africa was 448. She arrived at 
Durban on 10th October, 1899. The 
“Terrible” carried no troops, but a con- 
siderable number of supernumeraries, 
mostly destined for the China Station. 
She arrived at Simon’s Bay on 14th 
October, 1899. We have no information 
as to the actual time these vessels have 
been at sea since the date of their arrival 
in South African waters, but except 
when they were proceeding between 
Simon’s Bay and Durban they have mainly 
heen stationed in or off those ports. 


TRANSPORT—CONTRACTS WITH THE 
HOUSTON LINE. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty whether he can state the 
number of steamships owned by the 
Houston Line of Liverpool that have 
been chartered by the Admiralty for the 
conveyance of troops, mules, or stores for 
Her Majesty’s Government : whether he 
can state the number of vessels belonging 
to other shipping firms that have been 
chartered by Her Majesty’s Government 
through the chairman of the Houston 
Line ; whether he will state the amount 
paid for the use of such vessels by the 
Admiralty, and whether he can state the 
amount paid by the Houston Line to 
the owners of the vessels so chartered ; 
whether he can state the reasons why the 
Admiralty did not charter such vessels 
direct instead of permitting sub-letting of 
contratts ; and whether he is aware that 
the said Houston Line has made abnormal 
profits out of the sub-letting of such 
contracts. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Only one steamship 
belonging to, or tendered by, the Houston 
Line has been chartered by the Admiralty, 
namely, the “ Manchester Port,” for 
mounted troops. None were chartered 
by the Admiralty for the conveyance of 
horses or mules or Government. stores. 
An arrangement was made with this firm 
for the conveyance from New Orleans 
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and the Mediterranean of a portion of the 
mules required for services in South 
Africa at a rate per head inclusive of all 
expenses, and seven vessels were so 
emploved. As I have previously stated 
in reply to similar questions, I am not 
prepared to publish the rates contracted 
to be paid, so long as the chartering of 
steamers for South African service con- 
tinues. The terms of the arrangement 
with the firm left with them the responsi- 
hility of employing suitable vessels under 
ordinary trade conditions, subject to the 
general approval of the Transport Depart- 
ment. I know nothing of the matter 
referred to in the last paragraph of the 
hon. Gentleman’s question. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : Will 
the right hon. Gentleman answer the last 
paragraph and say why the Government 
id not charter the vessels direct instead 
of through the agency of Messrs. 
Houston ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I think I have 
answered that. We contracted with 
them to convey the mules at so much per 
head, and left it to the shipowners of this 
and other lines to select suitable vessels. 
We were only liable for the rate per head. 
We could not therefore charter ships. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : I shall 
call attention to this matter on the 
Estimates. 


NAVAL WAR DESPATCHES., 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
| beg to ask the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty whether he has received from 
Admiral Harris any despatches from the 
otticers in command of the Naval Brigade 
at the battle of Graspan and the battle of 
Colenso; if so, when were these des- 
patches received ; whether he is unable to 
publish them without the permission of 
the military authorities ; if so, whether 
he has applied for that permission, and 
when he expects to receive it; and 
whether he proposes to take any steps 
to prevent in future the postponement of 
publication of the naval despatches until 
many weeks after the publication of the 
military despatches relating to the same 
operations. 

Mr. GOSCHEN: The answer to the 
first paragraph of the question is in the 
attirmative. 
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and third paragraphs, I may state that I 
am still discussing with the War Office 
the subject of the publication of these 
There are some important 
issues involved. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Cannot the 
right hon. Gentleman answer the first 
part of the question as to when the des- 
patches were received. Can he say 
whether he got permission-—- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not entitled to go through 
the whole question again. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: When were 
the despatches received ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The despatches were 


received some time ago. 


ALLEGED PROCLAMATIONS BY THE 
BOER REPUBLICS ANNEXING 
PORTIONS OF CAPE COLONY. 

Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 

Colonies whether, in view of the state- 

ment of President Steyn, denying the 

annexation by the Orange Free State of 

portions of Cape Colony (see p. 217 

Parliamentary Paper, Cd. 43), Her 

Majesty’s Government have received any 

information further than that contained 

in Sir Alfred Milner’s despatch of 28th 

October, 1899 (see p. 101, Cd. 43), in 

reference to the alleged annexation by 

the Government of the South African 

Republic or Orange Free State of portions 

of the Cape Colony, and in that of 16th 

November, 1899 (see p. 166, Cd. 43); 

and whether he can give the dates and 

terms of the proclamations of annexation. 
said to have been issued. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The proclamations 
received as printed at p. 218 of Cd. 43 do 
not announce annexation, but have been 
interpreted in that sense. Speeches have 
been made by commandants on occupying 
places in the colony to the effect that they 
were now part of the Republics, and 
Sritish subjects have been systematically 
commandeered. Moreover, the Presidents 
have stated that those African-born in- 
habitants of the colonies of Natal and of 
the Cape Colony, who have joined them 
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in the conflict, are considered and treated 
by them as citizens of the State among 
the forces of which they are found. 


Captain SINCLAIR put another 
question, which was inaudible in the 
Press Gallery. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
think the hon. Gentleman has raised 
any fresh point. I .have answered his 
question. 


JAMESON RAID—MR. NEWTON AND 
SIR GRAHAM BOWER. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I heg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether Mr. 
Newton and Sir Graham Bower, who gave 
evidence before the South Africa Com- 
mittee, are still in the service of the 
Crown; and, if so, in what capacities, 
and whether they have heen reduced or 
promoted. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Sir G. 
Bower is now serving as Colonial Seeretary 
in Mauritius and Mr. Newton as Colonial 
Secretary in British Honduras. In neither 
case is the appointment considered as 
valuable as that previously held by the 
officer. Sir Graham Bower was without 
salary for fourteen months before he took 
up his appointment in Mauritius. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Before these gentlemen were ap- 
pointed on the recommendation of the 
right hon. Gentleman did he satisfy him- 
self as to their strict personal honour ? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Why were 


not the two gentlemen sent to Pretoria ? 
[No answer was given. | 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask .the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he ex- 
pressed his approval of the text of Sir 
Graham Bower's memorandum explain- 
ing his position with regard to the Jame- 
son raid, before the Colonial Office 
appointed him Her Majesty’s representa- 
tive at Mauritius. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
know to what memorandum the _ hon: 
Member refers. I have no record or 
recollection of having approved the text 
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of any memorandum by Sir Graham 
Bower, who is, of course, not Her Majesty’s 
representative in Mauritius, only Colonial 
Secretary. 


SUUTH AFRICAN FURTHER CORRE- 
SPONDENCE—MR. TATHAM. 

Mr. BIRRELL (Fifeshire, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the letter printed upon 
page 38 of Cd. 43, the recently issued 
South African Further Correspondence, 
and forwarded by the Governor of Natal, 
comes from the same Mr. Tatham who is 
mentioned in the despatch of the Governor 
dated 4th January, 1896, from which an 
extract is to be found upon page 25 of 
Parliamentary Paper [C. 8063], of 1896. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It is the 
same Mr. Tatham. 


REORGANISATION OF THE FORCES 
OF THE EMPIRE—SUGGESTED PAR 
TICIPATION OF THE COLONFEES, 
Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask 

the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the services rendered 
by the ‘colonies in the present war, he 
will consider the desirability of consulting 
the colonial Governments before pro- 
posing any scheme for the permanent re- 
organisation of the forces of the Empire ; 
and whether, in view of the approaching 
visit of representatives of the Australian 
colonies, he will suggest to the Secretary 
of State the desirability of obtaining their 
views on the subject. 


*Toet UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyNbHAM, 
Dover): Yes, Sir, I have already said that 
we propose to await and, if need he, to 
invite, an expression of opinion from 
colonial Governments on that and 
kindred questions. The representatives 
have been sent over with a special object, 
but their presence may give us opportu 
nities of informally discussing the ques- 
tion which the hon. Member has raised. 


REGULAR TROOPS NOW IN THE 
COUNTRY. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state how 
many of the 98,000 men of the Regular 
Army now remaining in these islands are 
over twenty years of age, of yood 
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character, fully trained as efficient 
soldiers in all respects, and could pass 
the medical examination as regards 
fitness to proceed to the front in South 
Africa. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: During the present 
emergency the Secretary of State cannot 
consent to give a return which would 
take up so much time and entail so much 
labour. 


DESTITUTE RELATIVES OF SOLDIERS 
CASE OF BRIDGET GAVIN. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
K.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State tor War if his attention has been 
drawn to the statement that an old 
woman named Bridget Gavin, who is an 
inmate of the Doncaster workhouse, has 
seven sons in the Army; and whether 
any steps will be taken to afford her 
some provision for her old age. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 
State for War has no funds at his dis- 
posal out of which assistance can be given 


In such Gases. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Are we 
to understand from this answer that 
lrishwomen may send their sons to the 
front, and be refused all means of 
support ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


Mi. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Cannot the War Office recommend some 
of those who hold public funds collected 
for the relief of the wives and orphans of 
soldiers at the front to apply some of the 
money to keeping these poor women out 
of the workhouse ? 
that a 


“Mr. WYNDHAM: I think 


very good suggestion. 


NORTH CORK MILITLA. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, when the North Cork Militia 
volunteered for foreign service, they were 
distinctly informed that their services 
were required for the war in South Africa, 
or whether many members of the regiment 
believed that, by volunteering for foreign 
service, they merely volunteered to go 
abroad to Gibraltar or some similar 
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station ; whether early in the morning of 
13th January the regiment were removed 
by special train from Templemore, where 
they had been stationed, to Queenstown, 
and embarked in the troopship for South 
Africa without being allowed to take 
leave of their wives and children or other 
near relatives who had travelled to. 
Queenstown from various parts of the 
County Cork to bid them farewell, and 
who had in many cases, owing to their 
extreme poverty, passed the night in the 
open air; whether it is the fact that the 
men were put up in locked carriages, and 
were thus precluded from shaking hands 
with or even seeing their relatives, 
who crowded the railway station to take 
a last look at them ; and what explanation, 
if any, has the Secretary of State for War 
to offer of this treatment. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Battalions are 
invited to volunteer for service abroad, 
thus obviating disappointment if they are 
not selected for South Africa. There is 
no foundation for the allegation in the 
first paragraph of the question. It has 
been found necessary, in order to prevent 
confusion and accidents, to lay down 
strict rules in regard to embarkation. In 
accordance with these, no persons except 
on duty were allowed on the platforms or 
quays until the troops had embarked, 
when the general public were allowed on 
the quay until the vessel sailed. The 
railway carriages are generally locked to 
prevent accidents. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Am I to 
gather from this explanation that the 
relatives of these men were not permitted 
to bid them “Good-bye ” ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think 
that would be a fair inference. They had 
precisely the same privileges as are 
enjoyed by ladies of all ranks in this 
country. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that some of the friends 
of the Militiamen were locked out and 
prevented seeing the men off? 


[No answer was given. | 


RESERVE OF ARTILLERY OFFICERS. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 





367 (Questions, 
many officers, having recently served in 
the Horse and Field Artillery, were in 
the Reserve of Officers and drawing 
retired pay before the outbreak of the 
war; and whether it is intended to em- 
ploy these officers in forming the forty- 
three new batteries. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
such officers was sixty-seven, and of these 
the subalterns have been already given 
employment. It is not at present in- 
tended to utilise the services of ofticers 
above that rank for the new batteries. 
They are being employed in other capa- 
cities as suitable opportunities offer. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: Can the hon. 


(tentleman say how many subalterns ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There 


few. 


were very 


ALLEGED SPIES IN THE YEOMANRY. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 


War what are the circumstances attending 


the arrest of two yeomen named Buck on 
a charge of being Boer spies. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: An inquiry is now 


proceeding in this matter. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : Can 
the hon. Gentleman indicate when he is 
likely to give me an answer ! 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I should think 
about Thursday. This is not a_ purely 
military matter, but it affects the civil 
authorities as well. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: | 
put the question again on Thursday. 


will 


OF VOLUNTEER FIELD 
OFFICERS. 

Sir F. 8. POWELL (Wigan): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for the Stret- 
ford Division of Lancashire, I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether they have finally decided to 
allow duly qualified field officers — of 
Volunteers to be only allowed to go to 
the front as subalterns. 


STATUS 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: If my hon. friend 
vefers to Volunteer officers attached to 
Regular regiments, it is unlikely that it 
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| will be possible to employ such officers as 


a rule in a rank above that of subaltern. 


VOLUNTEER PENSION FUND. 
Mr. DRAGE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will consider the dlesirability of organis- 
ing a pension fund for the Volunteer 
forces in connection with any permanent 
scheme of military reorganisation 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: A Volunteer is, 
under present regulations, entitled to 
pension if wounded or invalided when 
called out on actual military service. It 
is not in contemplation to grant pensions 
under any other circumstances. 


IRISH MILITLA—ALLEGED 
COMPULSORY VOLUNTEERING 
OF DUFFY. 

Mr. M‘SGHEE (Louth, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been directed 
to a letter dated 12th February from His 
Eminence Dr. Logue, the Cardinal 
Primate of all Ireland and Archbishop of 
Armagh, with reference to the case of a 
man named Duffy, who is illiterate and 
under orders, as he believes, as a Militia 
Reservist for South Africa, without 
having been given any option as_ to 
accepting or declining active service 
abroad; and whether, having regard to 
the statements of the Cardinal of the 
complete ignorance of this man, as to 
what he is bound to «do, the War Office 
wiil institute an investigation into the 
circumstances and give a pledge that no 
Irish Militiaman he deputed for foreign 
service without his express consent 
given independently, or without the 
exercise of any influence direct or in- 
direect to procure it. 


CASE 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: A Militiaman, on 
joining the Militia Reserve deliberately 
accepts liability for service abroad, and is 
paid an annual retaining fee of £1 for 
undertaking that obligation. 


TRANSPORT WAGONS. 
CapTain NORTON: I beg to ask the 


| Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 


can state whether one of the Australian 


‘colonies offered to furnish 100 transport 


wagons for use in the present war ; 
whether that offer was accepted subject 
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to the wagons being sent to this country 
for inspection ; and whether he will con- 
sider the advisability of having them 
inspected in the colony, thus obviating 
the necessity of transporting these wagons 
many extra thousands of miles by sea, 
and causing moreover a delay of nearly 
two months as regards the date of their 
arrival at the Cape. 


(Juestions. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL- 
WitutAms, Birmingham): Offers to 
supply Army Service wagons have 
been received from Canada, New South 
Wales, and Victoria, but have not as yet 
been accepted. If wagons are obtained 
from these sources they will be used in 
this country to replace wagons sent to 
South Africa, and the inspection would 
naturally be in England, any difficulty in 
the case of Australia being met by the 
expedient of forwarding a sample wagon. 


In the case of Canada, local inspection , 


may be possible. 


CAMP BEDSTEAD CONTRACTS. 

Sir F. S. POWELL: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for the Stretford 
Division of Lancashire, I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the War Office have recently let 
tenders for 10,000 iron camp bedsteads, 
withthe stipulation that the same bemanu- 
factured in conformity with War Oftice 
pattern which dates back to 1808; and 
whether the latest type of single bed- 
stead with wire mattress and wood frame 
was offered but refused. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
pattern of the camp bedstead in use does 
not date from the year 1808 but is pattern 
No. 808, about five years old; 10,000 of 
this pattern have not been ordered, but 
orders have been placed for trade patterns 
of the latest types. 


POST OFFICE VOLUNTEERS—RATE OF 
PAY. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): | beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether in the case of 
postal employees who have volunteered 
for service at the front, the arrangement 
by which the difference between their 
postal pay and the cost of providing a 
substitute to do their duty is retained for 
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them by the Department till their return 
home can be relaxed, and the money paid 
over at once to dependent relatives in 
cases of necessity. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HANsUry, Pres- 
ton) : The Treasury has given instructions 
that any available balance of the civil pay 
of a man serving with the colours may, 
at the discretion of the head of his De- 
partment, be paid periodically to a repre- 
sentative authorised by the absent man 
to receive such balance. Unless notifica- 
tion of death is received, such assigned 
payments may be continued. 

Mr. STEADMAN: May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman how long that 
notice has been given. 


Mr. HANBURY: Only within the 
last two or three days. 


NATIONALISTS AND BRITISH 
REVERSES—ALLEGED DISLOYALTY 
IN DOWNPATRICK. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I beg 


IRISH 


_toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the conduct of 
certain parties in Downpatrick, and prin- 
cipally to that of the John Street 
Nationalist Band who, whenever any 
check to the British arms in South Africa 
is announced, are in the habit of parading 
the streets of Downpatrick cheering for 
the Boers and cursing the Queen, and 
whether, in view of the possibility that 
such proceedings may incite to retaliation, 
he will take such measures as will prevent 
their recurrence. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Lendonderry, 
N.) (for Mr. G. W. Batrour): The 
Nationalist band referred to in the 
question paraded the streets on the 
night of the 10th instant, using disloyal 
expressions. The conduct of this band 
was highly provocative and aggressive, 
and, as a matter of fact, considerable 
resentment was shown by the loyalist 
section of the populace. The police, 
however, who were present succeeded in 
keeping the parties asunder and prevent- 
ing a serious breach of the peace. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: Will 
steps be taken to prevent a repetition of 
such conduct ? 
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Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Has it 
transpired that any of these bandsmen 
suggested the kicking of the Queen’s 
Crown into the Boyne ? 


[No answer was given. | 


PUBLIC SCHOOL HERO RECORDS IN 
SCOTLAND. 

*Mr. ORR-EWING (Ayr Burghs): | 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
his attention has been drawn to the en- 
couragement promised by the Committee 
of Council to the managers of public ele- 
mentary schools in England, to adopt the 
proposal to inscribe upon their walls the 
names and record of their old scholars 
who have distinguished themselves by 
acts of heroism and self-sacrifice, or have 
earned in other ways a high place in their 
country’s regard ; and whether the 
Scottish Education Department will adopt 
the same course towards schools in Scot- 
land. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM MurrAY, Buteshire): The De- 
partment is in full sympathy with the 
suggestion referred to in the question of 
the hon. Member, and would gladly see 
it adopted where the school authorities 
thought it expedient. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS IN THE 
NAVY. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether the following arrangements can 
be made :—To have one Roman Catholic 
chaplain to every squadron to minister to 
the same, either by being stationed on 
hoard ship or otherwise, the Roman 
Catholic chaplain to be on the same foot- 
ing as regards pay, allowances, and_pen- 
sions as chaplains of the Established 
Church ; to have a certain number of 
acting Roman Catholic chaplains where 
the number of Roman Catholic sailors is 
large enough to demand their ministra- 
tions, as is done in the Army; and to 
have a Roman Catholic schoolmaster on 
board every training ship. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The arrangements for 
religious ministrations to the Roman 
Catholics in the Fleet have been con- 
stantly discussed by the Admiralty with 
representatives of Roman Catholic bodies, | 
and prelates of the Roman Catholic | 
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Church, and as I have previously stated 
to the hon. Member for East Mayo, every 
effort has been made to satisfy legitimate 
wants in that respect, but the present 
very large proposals of the hon. Member 
could not be carried out. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask whether we are to understand that 
the Roman Catholic prelates, with whom 
the right hon. Gentleman discussed these 
matters, were satisfied ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: There were many 
points on which they were wholly satisfied. 
We had done our best to come to an 
arrangement with them, and in the 
Mediterranean I believe we have fully 
carried out their wishes. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Has the right hon. Gentleman come to an 
arrangement with the prelates ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I have said we have 
on a great many topics. Salaries have 
been increased in many directions, and 
many grievances have been remedied. 
Of course we have not been able to do 
everything they wish, any more than we 
could meet the claims of other denomina 
tions, but it has been my sincere desire 
to satisfy all their legitimate claims. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: T= shall 
raise this question on the Estimates, and 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will be 
then able to give a more detailed account 
of what has been done. 


NAVAL ENGINEER OFFICERS AND 
ENGINE-ROOM ARTIFICERS, 

Mr. PENN (Lewisham) : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty how 
many engineer officers have joined the 
Navy from Keyham, and how many from 
outside sources during the current 
financial year, and how many engine-room 
artificers during the same period, 


*THE SECRETARY to THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, § ): 
The number of engineer officers who 
have joined the Navy from the College at 
Keyham, during the financial year 1899- 


1900, is thirty-seven ; and the number of 


engineer officers entered from outside 
sources is thirteen. In addition to the 
above thirty chief engine-room artificers 
have been promoted to the rank of 
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artificer engineer. Three hundred and 
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| part of the staff of the 3rd Battalion Sea- 


sixty engine-room artificers have been | forth Highlanders (Ross-shire Militia) is 


entered up to date. 


BRITISH CENTRAL AFRICA—THE 
ARMS OF IMPERIAL TROOPS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, seeing that the majority of the 
Imperial troops stationed in the British 
Central Africa Protectorate are armed 
with the Snider rifle, will arrangements 
be made to arm the troops with a more 
serviceable weapon at an early date ; and 
is there any intention of replacing the old 
muzzle-loading artillery by guns of a 
more modern date. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In British Central 

Africa there are no Imperial troops who 
are armed with Snider rifles. Muzzle- 
loading artillery will, as opportunities 
occur, be replaced by breech - loading 
guns. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the hon. Gentleman 
refer to the last Diplomatic and Consular 
Report, in which it is distinctly stated that 
the majority of our soldiers in British 
Central Africa are armed with the Snider 
rifle ? 


| No answer was given. | 


BARRACKS— 


FIRE AT ST. GEORGE'S 
FIRE OF THE 


PROTECTION FROM 

NATIONAL GALLERY. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office whether a fire, due to a 
defective flue, recently broke out at St. 
George’s Barracks ; whether flues of the 
same sort exist in the room immediately 
adjoining the Turner room of the 
National Gallery; and whether the 
Government are still convinced that the 
national collection of pictures stands in no 
danger of fire from its close proximity to 
St. George’s Barracks. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir, a small 
fire broke out through a soot-door being 
loose. All soot-doors in the barracks have 
now been made perfectly secure. Every 
possible preeaution is taken to avoid the 
danger of fire. 

3rp BATTALION SEAFORTH HIGH- 

LANDERS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 


Secretary of State for War whether he is | 


aware that the arrangement under which 
VOL. LXXIX. [FourtH SERIEs. | 


quartered at Fort George, whilst the rest 
| of the staff is quartered at Dingwall, the 


regimental depot, is detrimental to the 
interests of the regiment ; and in view of 
the fact that there are several sanitary sites 
at Dingwall on which buildings suitable 
for the accommodation of the whole of the 
staff and men might be erected, will he 
consider the expediency of providing such 
accommodation. , 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 
State sees no reason for altering the 
decision on the matter already conveyed 
to the hon, Member on several previous 
occasions. 


Mr. WEIR: Will an inquiry be made 


into these men’s very serious grievances ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
is endeavouring in the form of question 
and answer to raise again a debate on the 
Military Works Bill which we had last 
year.* 


Mr. WEIR: In consequence of the 
unsatisfactory answer I shall call atten- 
tion to this on the Estimates. 


THE MALARIAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he can 
say when the Report of the Malarial 
Commission will be issued ; and will he 
state whether Her Majesty’s Commis- 
sioner has yet advised the establishment 
of a sanatorium in the Shire Highlands, 
British Central Africa. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The report 
is not expected before the close of the 
year. The question of a sanatorium in 
the Shire Highlands has not been raised 
by Her Majesty’s Commissioner. There 
is a hospital at Blantyre of which the 
Administration will assume control on 
the Ist of April next, and a staff of 
nurses paid from Protectorate funds. 


RUSSIAN CONSULATE AT BOMBAY. 
Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether an application has been 
made, and acceded to by Her Majesty’s 
Government, for the establishment of a 
Russian Consulate General at Bombay ; 


* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxv., p. 573. 
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and whether it is proposed to appoint) indicating an increase in the number of 


British Consuls at the principal places in 
the Caucasus and the Trans-Caspian 
dominions of Russia. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) ; In 
view of an assurance given by Her 
Majesty’s Ambassador at St. Petersburg 
in 1876, Her Majesty’s Government in 
August last expressed their readiness to 
accede to an application from the Russian 
Government for the establishment of a 
Russian Consulate at Bombay. Her 
Majesty’s Government stated at the same 
time that they understood that the 
Russian Government would be ready to 
agree to the appointment of a British 
Consul at Tiflis, should it at any time be 
found desirable to make such an appoint- 
ment. No appointment of a Consul at 
Bombay has yet been notified by the 
Russian Government, but if such a Con- 
sulate is established it will he open to 
Her Majesty’s Government to claim the 
right of appointing a Consul at Tiflis. 


NYASSA RAILWAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he will 
explain the cause of the delay in the con- 
struction of the Nyassa Railway, British 
Central Africa ; and will he state whether 
there is any prospect of the line being 
constructed at an early date, or at least 
that portion between Chiromo and 
Blantyre. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Her Majesty’s 
Government do not think the present 
time opportune for undertaking this rail- 
way, and they cannot now say when the 
matter will be further considered, but it 
will not be lost sight of. 


RUSSIA AND AFGHANISTAN, 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether the Government 
have received any official notification as 
to recent movements of Russian troops 
towards the frontier of Afghanistan ; and 
whether he is in a position to make any 
statement as to the relations at present 
existing between the Ameer and_ this 
country. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I have received several reports 


Russian troops stationed in Central Asia. 
The relations of the Government of 
India with His Highness the Ameer con- 
form to the terms of our engagements 
with Afghanistan, and have undergone 
no change. 


TRAFALGAR SQUARE. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): [ beg 
to ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whose duty it is, at times of snow 
storms, to clean Trafalgar Square : 
whether it rests with Her Majesty’s 
Office of Works, or with the parish vestry 
of St. Martin-in-the-Fields ; and whether, 
when the City and Liberty of West- 
minster is incorporated, it is proposed to 
hand over Trafalgar Square to the 
Corporation. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DouGuas, Kent, St. 
Augustine's): The cleaning of Trafalgar 
Square is in the charge of the Office ot 
Works. The answer to the last paragraph 
of my hon. friend’s question is in the 
negative. 


Mr. KIMBER: Under what authority 
does the Office of Works claim this, and 
what steps are taken to do the work ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I am in- 
quiring into the matter at this moment. 


THE NATIONAL GALLERY—EXTEN.- 
SION, AND PROTECTION FROM FIRE. 

Mr. KIMBER: I beg to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether, seeing 
that in the Supplementary Estimates pro- 
vision is asked for the sum of £5,850 for 
the purchase of certain properties in St. 
Martin’s Street for the National Gallery 
extension, it is the ultimate intention of 
Her Majesty’s Government to make the 
National Gallery a detached building ; 
and if so, whether steps will be taken to 
arrest the progress of rebuilding public 
houses and other shop properties which 
must seriously increase demands for com- 
pensation when the time shall arrive for 
their compulsory acquisition. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The acqui- 
sition of the property in question removes 
asource of possible danger from fire, and 
is intended to meet eventual needs of the 
National Gallery extension. The National 
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Gallery is at the present moment prac- 
tically a detached building, although con- 
necting screen walls give it the appearance 
of being in dangerous communication with 
adjacent buildings. 


a wider space dividing it from St. 


George’s Barracks, and this advantage | 
will be secured when a portion of the , 


barracks shall have been removed on the 
completion of the new War Department 
buildings at Chelsea and Millbank, now 
under construction. In reply to the last 
paragraph of the question, no property 
such as is deseribed by my hon. friend 
would come within the limit of our 
scheme. 


ST. SIMON AND ST. JUDE'S SCHOOL, 
SOUTHPORT. 

Sin JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether in St. Simon and 
St. Jude’s Church School, Southport, the 
practice of recording in the log-book 
corporal punishment inflicted upon the 
scholars is (pursuant to the instructions 
in that behalf of the Education Depart- 
ment to Her Majesty’s Inspectors) strictly 
observed ; and whether there is in the 


log-book of such school a record of any 
corporal punishment having been inflicted 
on the 27th October last; and if so, 
whether he has any objection to furnish 
a copy of the entries for that day. 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): It is not customary at St. 
Simon and St. Jude’s School to record 


cases of corporal punishment in the log- | 


hook. The instructions to Her Majesty’s 
Inspectors requiring such a record to be 
kept were withdrawn in 1891, and the 
practice, though it still prevails in some 
districts, has in others been abandoned. 
There is no record in the log-book of St. 
Simon and St. Jude’s School of any 
corporal punishment having been inflicted 
on the 27th of October last. 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE. 

Mr. H. 8S. FOSTER (Suffolk, Lowes- 
toft): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether, in refer- 
ence to the recent outbreak of foot and 
mouth disease in North Suffolk, and the 
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I should like to see | 
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regulations he has issued forbidding the 
removal of beasts in the prohibited area, 
he has relaxed this rule in Norwich, Yar- 
mouth, and Lowestoft, by permitting the 
removal of cattle for immediate slaughter ; 
and, if so, whether he will consider the 
propriety of extending this to Bungay, 
Beccles, and Harleston, which are about 
fourteen miles further from the spot 
where the outbreak commenced than the 
towns mentioned. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr. 
Lone): My right hon. friend asks me to 
state that under an order which came 
into operation on Thursday last, a copy 
of which he will be happy to supply to 
my hon. friend, further facilities were 
atforded for the movement of animals for 
slaughter, which will, he thinks, adequately 
meet the necessities of the three towns to 
which the question refers. 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 5.) : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether he is now able to grant 
special licences for the movement of graz- 
ing stock from one farm to another within 
the district scheduled in the counties of 
Norfolk and Suttolk. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr 
LONG): The representations which have 
heen made to my right hon. friend on the 
matter to which the hon. Member refers 
are being kept in mind, and he hopes it 
may be possible for him to give some 
further relief in the direction suggested 
in the course of a week or so. 


COMPANIES ACT, 1862—TYPEW RITING 
AND PRINTING. 

Mr. KIMBER: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade by whose 
direction it is that the Registrar of Joint 
Stock Companies declines to receive for 
registration typewritten special resolu- 
tions under Section 53 of the Companies 
Act, 1862, which requires that copies of 
special resolutions intended for filing must 
be printed; also what legal authority 
there is for holding that typewriting is 
not printing, and why printing by the 
typewriting machines is considered non- 
compliance with the law. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Rircute, Croydon): The 
Board of Trade are advised that as the 
Act of Parliament directs that copies of 

0 hee 
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certain documents shall be printed, type- 


written copies would not be in com-| 


pliance with the statute, and they have 
so directed the Registrar of Joint Stock 
Companies. 

Mr. KIMBER: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider the advisability of 
allowing typewriting instead of printing ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: It cannot be done | 


without altering the Act of Parliament. 


MERCHANT SERVICE—FOREIGN 
CREWS. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that British steamers 
engaging crews in British home ports 
frequently engage crews composed of 
seven or eight different nationalities, most 
of whom are unable to understand or 
speak the English language ; whether he 
is aware that, in consequence of this, 
foreigners sign articles of agreement 
which they are unable to understand ; 
and whether he will cause copies of such 
agreements to be prepared and kept in 
each mercantile office in the principal 
European languages, to be read by 
foreigners unable to understand the 
articles of agreement when read over to 
them in English. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I am quite aware that 
many foreigners are engaged to serve as 
seamen on British ships, but I am advised 
that, asa general rule, they appear to have 
a sufficient knowledge of English to 
understand the nature of the agreement. 
The superintendents of the Mercantile 
Marine offices are instructed to see that 
the agreement is understood by all who 
sign it, and, when required, they avail 
themselves of the services of an inter- 
preter. In these circumstances I do not 
think it necessary to adopt the suggestion 
contained in the coneluding paragraph of 
the hon. Member's question. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: Is the 


right hon. Gentleman prepared to appoint | 


a Committee to inquire into this, because 
I am satisfied 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must confine himself to 
asking a question. 
Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I am 
satisfied that the men do not understand 
the language. 


[No answer was given. | 
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| THE “LUCANIA”—CREW ACCOM- 
MODATION. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I beg 
‘to ask the President of the Board of 
| Trade whether he can state the number 
of firemen and trimmers employed on the 
steamship “ Lucania,” owned by — the 
Cunard Company ; whether he can state 
the number of places provided for the 
use and accommodation of such men ; 
whether he can state the number of cubic 
feet of space provided for each man, and 
whether each man is provided in such 
places with not less than twelve super- 
ficial feet of space, measured on the deck 
or floor as provided by Section 210 of 
the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894 ; and 
whether such places are provided with 
the means for obtaining sufficient natural 
light so as to enable the men to read the 
print of any ordinary newspaper in any 
part of the space provided for their 
accommodaticn. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I am informed that the 
/ number of seamen and firemen employed 
on the Cunard steamer “ Lucania” is 171. 
This includes three electricians who signas 
firemen. The number of places provided 
for the use and accommodation of such 
men is sixteen. The number of eubic 
feet of space provided for each man is 
107, as against seventy-two required by 
the Act. In fifteen of the spaces rather 
over the number of superficial feet re- 
quired hy the Act is provided for each 
man. In the sixteenth space there is a 
slight deficiency, which will be remedied. 
1 understand that three of the spaces are 
deficient in natural light, but all are fitted 
with the electric light under the control 
of the men themselves. 


POOR LAW RELIEF-—-CASE OF ESTHER 
TERRY. 

Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether his attention has 
been called to an inquest held before 
Mr. Troutbeck at the St. Clement Danes 
| Vestry Hall on 4th October last upon the 
body of Mrs. Esther Terry, aged sixty-four: 
whether he is aware that a day before 
i her death she applied for admission to 
the Strand Union workhouse, and was 
| told by an assistant clerk that as she had 
| been passed for relief in the parish of 
| Lambeth within the year, she would be 
| liable for prosecution if she accepted relief 
jin the Strand Union; and that at the 
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time she was very ill and physically 
unable to reach Lambeth, and ought to 
have been at once admitted to the Strand 
workhouse ; whether the clerk acted in 
accordance with the regulations. of the 
Local Government Board in the matter ; 
and, what steps will be taken to prevent 
similar refusals of help to the sick poor 
in future. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RUSSELL, Tyrone, 8.) : The Local Govern- 
ment Board communicated with the 
guardians of the Strand Union with re- 
gard to this case in October last. The facts 
appear to be as stated in the question, 
except that the woman made no com- 
plaint of illness at the time of her appli- 
cation for relief ; she said that she would 
return to Lambeth and apply for relief in 
that parish. The guardians state that if 
she had complained that she was ill her 
case would have been dealt with imme- 
diately without any question as to her 
place of settlement being considered. In 
accordance with the practice which pre- 
vaiied in this union, however, when she 


applied for relief at the office of the reliev- 
ing officer, she was in the first instance 


referred to the clerk, whose office was in 
the same building, for inquiry as to her 
settlement. Had she afterwards returned 
to the relieving officer an order for her 
admission to the workhouse would, it is 
stated, have been given at once. ‘The 
Board have pointed out to the guardians 
that the custom of referring applicants 
for relief to the clerk for inquiries as to 
their settlement before giving relief is 
open to serious objection, and that it is 
the duty of the relieving officer to secure 
that applicants shail receive as promptly 
as possible the relief they require ; and 
the guardians in reply have intimated 
that the practice complained of will 
be discontinued. 


SCOTTISH DEER FORESTS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate, having regard to the fact that 


the Crown Agent for Scotland has experi- 
enced considerable difficulty in obtaining 
accurate information in regard to the 
deer forest acreage in Scotland, will the 
Secretary for Scotland consider the 
expediency of having the form of return 
which is headed “ Valuation of Lands and 


Heritages, Scotland,” provided with a 
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column in which owners or tenants of 
deer forests will be required to state the 
name and acreage of each forest in their 
possession or occupation. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : I 
understand the hon. Member to refer to 
a form of return which is issued by the 
assessors under the Valuation Acts in 
course of the preparation of the Valua- 
tion Roll. The form of the Valuation 
Roll is statutory, and does not include 
particulars as to acreage. The hon. 
Member’s suggestion would therefore 


‘require legislation, which the Government 


are not prepared to propose. In point of 
fact the value of a deer forest depends 
not on its acreage but on the average 
number of stags allowed to be killed. 


POULTRY BREEDING IN THE 


HIGHLANDS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state what steps the 
Congested Districts Board have taken to 
encourage and improve the breed of 
poultry in the congested areas of the 
Highland crofting counties. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: A 
of sittings of good eggs 
were distributed free last year. In the 
autumn the Congested Districts Board 
sent an expert to lecture in all the con- 
gested districts of Sutherland and Caith- 
ness, and they are now endeavouring to 
make arrangements for the more rapid 
marketing of eggs as well as for the 
supply of improved strains. 


GLASGOW POLICE AND SICK 
PRISONERS. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Scottish Local 
Government Board has yet considered 
the change of practice recently introduced 
in Glasgow in dealing with cases of 
debility and injury brought to the police 
offices and subsequently removed to the 
parochial hospital, whereby pauper 
patients are removed to that hospital 
without any certificate from the parochial 
medical officer of their fitness for 
removal; whether the criminal authori- 
ties have sanctioned the inspection of the 
private police books by the parochial 
officers ; and whether the removal of a 
moribund person on the data contained 
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in these books, and without certificate 
| ° ‘ 
described in the second paragraph. 


from the parochial medical officer, would 


he held to satisfy the requirements of | 
on Saturday to 2 a.m. on Sunday receives 


the Poor Law Act, and on whom, in case 
of mishap oecurring in connection with a 
removal xo conducted, would legal respon- 
sibility rest. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Local Government Board 
that they have inquired and find that a 


slight change of practice has taken place | 


in regard to cases occurring during the 
night in the portion of the amalgamated 
parish, formerly the City parish of 
Glasgow. These cases used to be removed 
direct to the poorhouse by cab, ete., by 
the police, and were admitted without 
communication with the parochial autho- 
rities or a certificate of any kind. Now 
a telephone message is sent to the 
Parochial Chambers, and the poorhouse 
ambulance is used for the conveyance of 
the person to the poorhouse on the 
casualty surgeon's written recommen- 
dation. Casualty surgeons have been 


instructed to enter in a book kept by them | 
their opinion whether the patient can be 
safely removed, and such book is to be 


available to the inspector of poor or his 
representatives before removing any 
patient from the 
poorhouse. [ may add that the Local 
Government Board consider this system 


a great improvement on the previous | 


system, and | see nothing in it contrary 


to the requirements of the Poor Law Act. | 


LONGFORD POSTMEN. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 


heg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | 
as representing the Postmaster General, | 


what are the hours of duty of the post- 
men in Longtord ; whether a man going 
on duty at 3 p.m. does not get off till 2 
a.m., and has afterwards to be ready for 
mid-day delivery next day; whether 
when on duty on Sunday morning up to 
2 a.m., and oftener later, he is paid any- 
thing extra for his Sunday work; 
whether an auxiliary postman could be 
employed to do the night turn delivery, 
commencing at 8 p.m.; and whether he 
will generaliv cause inquiry to be made 
into the conditions of employment in 
Longford. 


Mr. HANBURY: Two under eight 
hours and one of three hours thirty 
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There is no duty such as that 
The 


postman who is on duty from midnight 


minutes. 


time off from midnight on 
Sunday to 2 am. on Monday. If an 
auxiliary were employed on the last deli- 
very in place of one of the established 
postmen the average attendance of the 
two established postmen, who change 
duties weekly, would be reduced to much 
less than a full duty, and this would not 
be warranted. Inquiry will be made 
whether it may be practicable to readjust 
the attendance of one of the established 
postmen in order to give him a longer in- 
terval off duty. 


corresponding 


CLONMEL POST OFFICE. 


Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the negotiations for the purchase 
of a site for the new post office for Clonmel 
have been completed ; and, if so, when 
the building operations will begin. 


Mr. HANBURY: The purchase of the 
proposed site for the new office at 
Clonmel has not yet been completed. 
The acceptance of the offer was con 
ditional on the vendor arranging to ex 
tinguish the adverse rights of light 
dominating the site ; and this as yet he 
has not been able to do. It is impossible, 
therefore, to state at present when building 
operations will begin. 

AND LARNE MAIL 
ROUTE. 

Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether his attention has been 
called to the unsatisfactory character of 
the mail service between Belfast and 
London by the Larne and Stranraer route. 
Whether it would be possible to arrange 
for the despatch of mails from Belfast to 
London by this route so as to allow of the 
posting of letters in Belfast up to six 
o'clock. Whether he is aware that the 
mails by this route almost invariably 
arrive late in London. And whether he 


STRANRAER 


will give a return of the number of 


occasions in which the Stranraer mail 
arrived late in London, for the past six 
months, stating the amount of the delay in 
sach instance. 
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Mr. HANBURY: Since the 
acceleration of the Irish night 
service via Holyhead, the route 
Larne and Stranraer has been of little 
value for correspondence between Belfast 
and London, though it is of considerable 
importance for letters from Belfast and 
the north of Ireland generally for towns 
in the northern and Midland counties of 
England. The hon. Member’s proposal 
has already been considered, but it was 
found that correspondence for the 
northern and Midland counties which 
now arrives in time for the first delivery 
would sustain serious delay, and that 
although such an alteration would be of 
advantage as regards letters for London, 
almost as many letters for other places 
would be delayed, and that upon the 
whole such an alteration would not be con- 
sidered by the public generally as an 
improvement. The companies who pro- 
vide for the service have, however, been 
strongly urged not only to maintain 
greater punctuality than in the past, but 
also to accelerate the service, and the 
Postmaster General hopes that it will in 
this way be possible to meet to some 
extent the wishes of the merchants of 
Belfast. A statement shall be sent to 


385 


last 
mail 


the hon. Member showing the delay 
during the last six months. 


SENIOR TELEGRAPHISTS AT E.C.D.O. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): [ beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether the Treasury on Ist 
June, 1899, increased the number of 
senior telegraphists in the E.C. district ; 
and whether, in view of the great stag- 
nation of promotion, and to the fact that 
the men affected have performed these 
extra duties, the Postmaster General will 
authorise their appointment, and date 
same from the time the Treasury granted 
its consent. 


Mr. HANBURY The Treasury 
authority is dated the 7th of June last, 
and the arrangement to which.it applies 
is not confined to the Eastern Central 
district only, but extends to the whole 
London district. It is considered desir- 
able that the whole of the promotions 
should be made at one time, and the 


delay has arisen from the necessity for | 
testing the qualifications of some officers | 
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who were eligible by seniority for the 
newly-created posts. The promotions 
will be made as soon as possible, and will 
take effect from the date on which the 
several officers began to perform the more 
responsible duties. 


GOVERNMENT 
ELECTION PETITIONS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: On_ behalf 
of the hon. Member for Mayo I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
evidence given at the local government 
election petitions, as well as the judgments 
of the Commissioners appointed to try 
those petitions, was in every case officially 
reported by a shorthand writer appointed 
by the judges, whose fees have been paid 
as part of the official outlay ; whether 
these reports have been supplied and are 
now filed in the Election Petitions Office 
of the Four Courts ; and whether, having 
regard to these facts and to the impor- 
tance of having the judgments collected 
and issued in one volume, he will re- 
consider the advisability of issuing them 
as a Parliamentary Paper: and, if they 
are not to be so issued, why was the 
expense gone to of having them reported 
to be merely filed in the office of the 
Four Courts. 


IRISH LOCAL 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFoUR): A transcript of the notes of 
evidence taken at the trial of these peti- 
tions only accompanies the certificate if 
the election court so direct. Of five cases 
tried the notes of evidence were returned 
in three cases. There is no report of the 
judgments delivered by the Com- 
missioners. With regard to the third 
paragraph, I can only repeat what has 
already been stated by my right hon. 
friend the Chief Secretary, that it does 
not appear that any useful public pur- 
pose would be served by laying on the 
Table a Paper such as that indicated, 
and that the Government cannot consent, 
therefore, to the suggested return. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Why is all 


this expense for shorthand writers’ notes 


| gone to? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The object is to 
preserve an authentic record in the event 
of any further inquiry being needed. 





387 (Questions. 


IRISH PRIMARY EDUCATION 
SYSTEM. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
received copies of resolutions adopted by 
a branch of the Gaelic League at St. 
John’s College, Waterford, making sug- 
gestions which they think should be em- 
bodied in the revised code of the primary 
education system in Ireland with the 
view of encouraging the study of the 
Irish language and of Irish history, and 
what steps the Government intend taking 
to meet the views of the members of the 
Gaelic League and of the Irish people on 
this subject. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BAL- 
FOUR): The resolutions referred to have 
been received. It has already been stated 
that it is proposed to carry out a large 
measure of reform in the system of primary 
education in Ireland. Pending the ex- 
planation of the new scheme as a whole, 
it is not considered desirable to enter into 
details of the changes contemplated. 


CapTtaAIN  DONELAN (Cork,  E.): 
Would it not be possible to apply the 
system adopted in Wales to Ireland ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : [Answer inaudible. | 


IRISH GRAND JURORS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether 
complaint has been recently made to the 
Castle as to the difficuity experienced in 
getting grand jurors to act since the 
passage of the Local Government Act ; 
and whether, as there are anumber of large 
ratepayers who are Nationalists in each 
county available, he will direct the sheriff 
to summon such jurors in future to serve 
on grand juries of assize. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
3ALFOUR): No difficulty of the kind 
mentioned was experienced at the Winter 
Assizes, and none could be experienced 
at any other, as grand juries will only 
be assembled at the end of this or the 
beginning of next month tor the first 
time to discharge criminal business 
alone. The Executive have no power to 
dlictate to High Sheriffs as to how they 
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| should discharge their statutory duties in 
the respect mentioned. 


ANNALY (COUNTY LONGFORD) 
ESTATE. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland can he 
state the number of tenants on the 
Annaly (County Longford) estate who 
have purchased their farms through the 
Land Commission ; whether any applica- 
tions were refused ; and, if so, how many 
and on what. grounds; and whether 
inquiry will be made from the receiver 
as to his reasons for not carrying into 
effect the promises he made to induce 
tenants to sign undertakings to purchase 
their farms from him, which undertakings 
whilst binding the tenants have not been 
given effect to by the receiver. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have not yet 
received sufficient information to enable 
me to reply to this question, and will ask 
the hon. Member to repeat it to-morrow. 


SIR WILLIAM STYLE’S ESTATE. 


Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.): [ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the estate of Sir William Style is now 
before the Land Commission for sale to 
the tenants ; whether the Commissioners 
are aware that rights of turbary on this 
estate are regulated by custom ; that the 
solicitor for the landlord submitted to the 
Commissioners a draft deed for approval 
containing terms with reference to  tur- 
bary which were objected to by the 
tenants: and that that deed, though 
approved by the Commissioners, was 
afterwards withdrawn ; and whether any 
other draft has since heen submitted for 
the approval of the Commissioners ; and, 
if so, whether they will withhold their 
sanction until satisfied that the tenants 
assent to its terms in respect of turbary. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFour): The answers to the first and 
second paragraphs are in the aftirmative. 
The draft of a second deed, the terms of 
which with reference to turbary were, | 
am informed, agreed to by the solicitors 
acting on behalf of both the landlord and 
the tenants respectively, has been sub- 
mitted to and approved of by the Land 
Commissioners. This deed has _ not, 
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however, been yet lodged with the Com- 
missioners duly executed. 


IRISH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION. 


CapTAIN DONELAN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether it is proposed 
to introduce any legislation during the 
present session in connection with the 
recent report of the Intermediate Educa- 
tion Commission. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. Bat- 
rour): A Bill is being prepared and 
will be introduced at the earliest oppor- 
tunity. 


BOYLE UNION AND THE LABOURERS 
ACT. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the cause of the delay in issuing a Pro- 
visional Order in connection with the 
inquiry under the Labourers Act in Boyle 
Union ; and whether their inspector has 
explained why he allowed certain 
occupiers to give verbal consents for 


sites for cottages, and neglected to have 
these undertakings perfected in legal 
manner, 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BAL- 
Four): As regards the first paragraph, 
there has been no delay in dealing with 
the matter. The Boyle (No. 1) District 
Council asked the Local Government 
Board to disregard some of the inspec- 
tor’s recommendations and the corre- 
spondence which arose in consequence 
only terminated on the 19th January. 
With reference to the second paragraph, 
the inspector, in order to meet the con- 
venience of occupiers of land, recom- 
mended in two instances that the alterna- 
tive sites offered by them should he 
accepted, subject to the consents of all 
the persons interested being obtained. 
As it would obviously be impossible for 
the inspector to procure these consents 
during the inquiry, the district council, 
following the usual practice, were re- 
quested to procure them. 


EXAMINERS IN ART. 


FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
I beg to ask the 


SiR 
(Yorkshire, Shipley) : 
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Secretary to the Treasury if it has been 
finally decided that no pension or com- 
passionate allowance shall be made to 
certain examiners of art in elementary 
schools whose posts have been abolished ; 
whether these gentlemen, whose service 
extends from forty years downwards, 
were technically “occasional” officials, 
and therefore subject to. no pension ; 
whether, owing to pressure of work, their 
service was latterly required by the 
Science and Art Department almost con- 
tinuously, with the result that, being 
unable to take up other work at the same 
time, they have consequently lost their 
connection and prospects of employment 
elsewhere; and whether there are 
analogous precedents in which occasional 
officials of the Science and Art Depart- 
ment have received recognition from the 
Treasury on their retirement. 


Mr. HANBURY: The answer to the 
first and second paragraphs is in the 
attirmative. As none of these examiners 
have served in the Civil 
Service, the Treasury, which must act 
strictly aceording to the Superannuation 
Acts, has no power to grant them com- 
pensation allowances or (in other words} 
pensions on abolition of office. Under 
the Superannuation Act of 1887 the 
Treasury has power to award gratuities 
on abolition of office to persons who have 
given seven years service and have been 
required to devote their whole time to 
their duties. None of these examiners 
had fulfilled the latter condition. It is 
the fact that the Treasury have in the 
past awarded compensation allowances in 
cases analogous to these, but they have 
done so under a misapprehension as to 
their legal powers, and now that the 
legal position is clear the practice has 
necessarily been discontinued. 


permanent 


COMMITTEE ON MUNICIPAL 
TRADING. 
Mr. KIMBER: I beg to ask the First 


‘Lord of the Treasury when he proposes 


to nominate the Committee on Municipal 
Trading, having regard to his statement 
in the House on the 3rd of July last. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose 
putting this Committtee down again on 
the Paper without delay. 
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IMPERIAL INSTITUTE BUILDINGS. 
Str MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 

GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
will state what arrangements have been 
finally concluded between Her Majesty’s 
Government, the Government of India, 
and the University of London for taking 
over the Imperial Institute buildings, 
specifying the apportionment of accom- 
modation in each case and the responsi- 
bility undertaken by them for maintain- 
ing the structure : and whether he will 
place upon the Table of the House copies 
of correspondence regarding the final 
arrangements made for the future working 
of the Imperial Institute. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Govern- 
ment has taken over the entire building, 
and will be responsible for external re- 


pairs, lighting, and rates. The Indian 


Government will occupy without rent. 
(1) Part of the basement at the east end 
of the main block. (2) The Avebai 
Bhownagree corridor and certain other 
rooms and passages in the Eastern 
Annexe. (3) It will have the use, con- 
jointly with the University of London 
and the Institute, of the Cowasjee 
Jehanghir Hall, at dates to be arranged 
between the parties. (4) As regards the 
exhibition galleries, it will make its own 
arrangements with the Institute as hereto- 
fore. The Instituce will occupy, rent 
tree, the western part of the main block, 
with many of the galleries. It will have 
the use, conjointly with the University, 
of the Great Hall, and, conjointly with 
the University and the Government of 
India, of the Cowasjee Jehanghir Hall, 
at dates to be arranged between the 
parties. With the above exceptions the 
building will be occupied, rent free, by 
the University of London, under an 
arrangement which will permit of ex- 
aminations of candidates for the Civil 
Service being occasionally held there. | 
am not aware of any correspondence on 
the subject of the future conduct of the 
Imperial Institute. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Mr. HAZELL: I beg to ask the First 

Lord ot the Treasury when the Bill, 
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promised in Her Majesty’s most gracious 
Speech, for the Amendment of the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act will 
be introduced. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that my right hon, friend the President 
of the Local Government Board will 
introduce this Bill on Thursday. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—NEWS FROM 
THE FRONT. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER MAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask the 
First Lord whether he has any news from 
the front to communicate to the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I do 
not think that there isany news. What- 
ever news the War Office obtains which 
can be published will be placed in the 
tearoom or some place accessible to 
Members. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say what 
will be the busiress of the House for 
Thursday and Friday ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it will 
be Supplementary Estimates, but per 
haps the right hon. Gentleman will put 
the question again to-morrow. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will remember the 
promise he gave me the other day, that 
good notice shall be given before the 
Civil Service Estimates are taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON: May | 
ask the Lord Advocate when the Eccle- 
siastic Assessments (Scotland) Bill is to 
be taken. Is it likely to come on to- 
night ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It 
rests with the First Lord. I do not 


think it will be taken without due notice. 
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SWORN. 
Ivor Guest, for the 


Hon. 


Borough of Plymouth. 


NEW BILLS. 


POLICE RESERVISTS (ALLOWANCES). 
*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 


HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Wuitrr- | 


RipLey, Lancashire, Blackpool): I ven- 
ture to ask for leave to introduce a Bill to 
authorise the grant out of the Police 
Funds of certain allowances and gratuities 
in respect of Police Reservists who are 
culled out on permanent service. The 
House will recollect that during the 
autumil session, when it was stated that 
the Government were prepared to make 
allowances to the families of Government 
servants who were called out as Re- 
servists, | was asked whether something 
similar would not be done for the police. 
| replied that I thought it was right to 
do so, and that if necessary I would ask 
for Parliamentary powers to sanction it.* 
Since then I have received representations 
from local authorities all over the country 
in favour of powers to grant these allow- 
ances, as under the Police Acts they 
would be illegal, inasmuch as the men are 
now soldiers and not police. Under these 
circumstances I ask leave to introduce 
this Bill, which is partly to legalise what 
has already heen done by the local 
authorities in the matter and partly to 
authorise the allowances in the future. 
The Bill leaves it purely optional to the 
local authorities to pay the allowances 
to the Reservists, and I think, therefore, 
there can hardly be any objection to 
passing such a measure. 


Bill to authorise the grant out of 
Police Funds of certain allowances and 
gratuities in respect of Police Reservists 
who are called out on permanent service, 
ordered to be brought in by Secretary Sir 
Matthew White Ridley and Mr. Jesse 
Collings. 

RESERVISTS 
BILL. 


“To authorise the grant out of Police 
Funds of certain allowances and gratuities 


POLICE (ALLOWANCES) 


*See Zhe Parliamentary Debates, Fourth 
Series, vol. Ixxvii., page 575. 
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in respect of Police Reservists who are 
called out on permanent service,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time ; to be read 
a second time upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 91.] 


4 


LUNACY BOARD (SCOTLAND) 
SALARIES AND CLERKS. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I beg to 
ask leave to bring in a Bill to make 
further provision for the number and 
salaries of the staff of the Lunacy Board 
for Scotland, and for the remuneration of 
certain of the Commissioners. I may 
explain that for a long time past the 
duties of this department have been in- 
creasing, so that the salaries of a number 
of the staff are now inadequate. The 
Treasury have agreed to provide a further 
sum, but, unfortunately, owing to the 
provisions of certain statutes the salaries 
cannot be increased without legislation. 
The present Bill, therefore, proposes to do 
no more than legalise what, in ordinary 
cases, would be done by a Treasury 
Minute. 


Bill to make further provision for the 
number and salaries of the staff of the 
Lunacy Board for Scotland, and for the 
remuneration of certain of the Commis- 
sioners, ordered to be brought in by the 
Lord Advocate and Mr. Anstruther. 


(SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


LUNACY 
SALARIES 


BOARD 
AND CLERKS 

“To make further provision for the 
number and salaries of the staff of the 
Lunacy Board for Scotland, and for the 
remuneration of certain of the Commis- 
sioners,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 92.] 


CENSUS (GREAT BRITAIN). 
*THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussE.tt, Tyrone, 8.): I beg to ask 
leave on behalf of my right hon. friend 
the President of the Local Government 
Board to introduce a Bill for taking the 
census for Great Britain in 1901.  Per- 
haps I ought to say that the measure 
differs in two respects, and in two respects 
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only, from that passed in 1890 for a 
similar purpose. This Bill applies to 
Scotland, whereas in 1890 Scotland had 
a separate Bill for herself. It has, how- 
ever, been found possible to combine the 
two measures on this occasion. Under 
the previous Bill a good deal was done by 
special enactment which is now done by 
instruction, and therefore this Bill is a 
much shorter one than the last. 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : Ido not 
notice in the speech of the hon. Gentle- 
man any appreciation of the fact that the 
next census will be taken not only at the 
beginning of a new decade, but also at the 
beginning of a new century, and that it is 
desirable that any additional information 
which it may be considered necessary to 
have at the beginning of a new century 
should be obtained under this Bill. In 
the United States of America most 
elaborate preparations are being made 
with a view to the next census. I do 
not suggest that preparations of the 
same elaborate and extensive character 
should be made in this country, but I 
think it is worth while considering, at 
such an epoch in our history, whether the 
scope of the invaluable information which 
is obtained by means of the census should 
be so restricted on this occasion as it 
generally is. It has been argued in the 
past that the census should be taken quin- 
quennially and not decennially. That 
has, however, been decided against the 
quinquennialists. I venture, however to 
think that on this occasion some extension 
might be made. I gather from the speech 
of the hon. Gentleman that one provision 
in the last Census Bill, which was very 
greatly approved by hon. Members from 
Wales, is not to be omitted on this occa- 
sion, and that there will be a special 
census for the principality of Wales. I 
wish to draw the attention of the hon. Gen- 
tleman to this matter, because, on the 
previous occasion, certain provisions were 
very inadequately carried out, and | 
therefore hope that the instructions con- 
tained in this Bill will be of a most precise 
and specific character, so that the causes 
of complaint may not recur. 


Bill for taking the Census for Great 
Britain in the year one thousand nine 
hundred and one, ordered to be brought 


{COMMONS} 


Estimates. 396 


in by Mr. Chaplin, the Lord Advocate, and 
Mr. T. W. Russell. 


CENSUS (GREAT BRITAIN) BILL. 

“For taking the Census for Great 
Britain in the year one thousand nine 
hundred and one,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 


[ Bill 93.] 


SUPPLY [15rH Fesruary}. 
Resolution reported : 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 
1899-1900. 


NUMBER OF LAND FORCEs. 


“That a further number of Land Forces, 
not exceeding 120,000, all ranks, be main- 
tained for the Service of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at 
Home and Abroad, during the year end- 
ing on the 31st day of March, 1900.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Question put, “That this House doth 
agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
k.): When this Vote was before the 
Committee I opposed it on the ground 
that I had done the same thing last 
session when a similar Vote was proposed 
to Parliament, and I considered it only 
consistent that I should continue and 
repeat the protest [ then made. The 
speech made by the hon. Gentleman 
the Under Secretary for War in outlining 
the plan of Army reform was an ex- 
ceedingly interesting one, and evoked 
much attention all through the country. 
I ventured, however, to point out in 
Committee, and I think this is worthy the 
attention both of the House and the 
country, that the measure proposed by 
the War Office is largely of a permanent 
character. We are told by the Under 
Secretary for War that the proposals 
with regard to the Militia and Volunteers 
are only for this year, and that they are 
not in any way of a permanent character. 
That being so the proposals have not met 
with much opposition. But what I think 
does and will attract more opposition is 
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the proposition in the scheme of the 
(jovernment very considerably to increase 
the permanent army of the country. We 
are to add something like 30,000 
additional troops to the Regular Army- 

cavalry, infantry, and artillery ; and it 
would be exceedingly interesting to know 
what the hon. Gentleman has left us in 
complete ignorance of, and that is, how 
much will be added to the permanent 
cost of the Army. I have no doubt that, 
in view of the enthusiasm which now 
exists by reason of the war, any 
temporary expenditure for the purposes 
of it will be endorsed and even 
welcomed by the people at large. 
What I think most people who go beyond 
the needs of the moment want to know 
is, by how much the Army Estimates are 
to be permanently increased through the 
addition of 30,000 men to the Army. I 
do not know whether the calculation 
that I have made is correct, but my 
estimate is that this addition to the 
Regular Army will mean at least a million 
of money a year on the Army Estimates 
of the future. That, I think, is an ex- 
ceedingly serious matter. I ventured to 
criticise during the Committee stage the 
proposals of the Government with refer- 
ence to the Volunteers and the Militia, 
and [am bound to say the opinion I then 
expressed with regard to them is the 
opinion I have seen in the public press, 
and one which I have heard in this House 
over and over again. Several hon. and 
gallant Gentlemen, the name of whose 
constituency I do not remember for the 
moment, spoke on this subject, and ex- 
pressed the opinion that it would not be 
possible to get the Volunteers of this 
country to leave their business and their 
work to come out under canvas for a 
month. I believe that is true, and I 
think this scheme will break down. The 
Under Secretary of State for War said 
that before these proposals were made a 
great number of commanding officers of 
the Volunteer regiments had been com- 
municated with, and they supported the 
scheme of bringing their battalions under 
canvas for a month ineach year. Well, | 
have no doubt that a great many of the 
officers would be prepared to go out for 
a month with their men, but I do not 
think there is a man present in this House 
now who would fail to agree with me that 
it would be absolutely impossible to get 


anything like a large proportion of the , 


rank and file of the Volunteers in this 
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country to leave their employment for a 
whole month in order to devote themselves 
exclusively to military training. Such a 
condition distinctly alters the terms upon 
which they volunteered. It is one thing 
for a man to join a volunteer corps and go 
away for a few days at Easter, and to 
come up for a few hours every Saturday 
and drill and go for a short march ; but 
when you tell those men that they are 
expected to go out not for a day or two 
at Easter and a few hours on a Saturday, 
but for a solid month under canvas, they 
will tell you that it is absolutely impos- 
sible. We may be told that the men who 
employ Volunteers will do everything 
they can to enable these men to come out 
for a month; but no matter how willing 
they may be, it will be impossible for 
them to allow their employees to come 
under canvas for a month, first of all; and, 
in the second place, if they do, it will be 
impossible to keep open their position for 
the month they are away. It is a thing 
that cannot be done, and will not he 
done. With regard to the Militia the 
objections appear to me_ to be very 
much the same, but in a more aggra- 
vated form. In the country the men 
who enter the Militia are agricultural 
labourers or men in small positions 
connected with farming operations: in 
the towns they are engaged in factories 
and workshops and so on. Then how is 
it to be expected that these men are to 
come out for three or four months and 
learn to do the actual work of a soldier? 
Who is to do their work while they train : 
and who is to guarantee that their places 
shall be kept for them? Both the 
schemes in my opinion are foredoomed 
to failure, and neither of them is in any 
sense calculated to meet the difficulties 
with which the Government are con- 
fronted at the present time. The hon. 
Gentleman the Under Secretary of State 
for War appeared to me to make his 
case so much the worse when, in answer 
to an objection made by a greater man 
than myself, he said the proposals for 
the three or four months continuous 
drill for the Militia and the one month 
for the Volunteers were for this year 
only. That does not appear to me to 
meet the objection at all. The fact that 
they have to go out and so throw them- 
selves, for a time, out of employment, 
and the fact that it is a scheme for only 
this year makes the proposal still worse ; 


and the proposal itself almost touches the 
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fringe of conscription. I am not inte- 
rested to speak of this from a military 
point of view, because I have no regard 
to the military institutions of — this 
country ; but I venture to say that on the 
day you start conscription in this country 
you will have an uprising of the people 
which will surprise you, If youdo not have 
arevolution you will have something very 
like it. If the Government introduces con- 
scription, they will do what no other 
Government has ever dared to do—but 
they dare not doit. This Government 
says “‘ We willask the Volunteers to come 
out fora month and the Militia for three 
or four months,” but, on the other hand, 
they put the request in such a way that 
the men are bound to accede to it. From 
our point of view this scheme is a miser- 
able and a makeshift scheme. And so 
far as the Regular Army is concerned, 
when the people of this country realise 
that this war has landed them into a large 
expenditure of money, and the loss of a 
great many of their best soldiers, and a 
large inerease in the strength of the 
British Army, they will condemn the war 
in the strongest possible terms, and the 
Government which led them into it. If 
the policy of this Government and of this 
country, in the future, is to be to send 
hundreds of thousands of men from one 
end of the world to the other, to enforce 
on the inhabitants of one part of the 
Empire the will of this country for the 
time being, the proposals now put forward 
are altogether inadequate. You will have 
to have an army three times as large as 
at present. You will have to have a far 
greater number of men than the 30,000 
you have put down. I have put down 
a question to be asked of the 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary 
of State for War, but perhaps he 
may he able to give the answer 
to night and save further trouble. 
I want to know from him if he will give 
the House the exact number of the 
Imperial and colonial troops under aris 
in South Africa at the present momenit, 
the troops that are under orders for 
South Africa, and the troops that are 
on their way to South Africa, as well as 
those it is intended to send out. I want 
to get at the exact figure, and I would 
like to have the number of the colonial 
troops and the number of the Imperial 
troops separately given. It will be found, 
[ helieve, that there are considerably over 
200,000 troops under arms at the present 
Mr. Willian Redmond. 
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Twelve months 
ago, or even six months ago, would any 
man in the United Kingdom have ven- 
tured to predict, even in his wildest 
moments, that at this time close on a 
quarter of a million of British troops 
would have been poured into South 
Africa to engage in a war with these two 
small Republics? Such a thing has never 
occurred in the whole history of the 
British Empire before. I venture to say 
—and those who are so much in favour 
of Imperial expansion should take it to 
heart —that the British Empire will never 
be maintained by the policy which is 
now being practised in South Africa 
of sending hundred of thousands of troops 
across the sea. I say that in this present 
proposal to increase your Army, there is 
an ominous indication that the old policy 
of self-government as a means of keeping 
your Empire together is to be abandoned, 
and that instead of the goodwill of the 
people throughout the Empire being 
maintained by the spirit of fair play and 
consideration and conciliation, you are 
going to try and build your Empire up in 
every part of the world by the sword. So 
surely as you continue that policy, so 
surely it will fail. From the point of 
view even of your own Imperialistic ideas, 
I say this policy is altogether tutile and 
altogether bad. The First Lord of the 
Treasury the other day, in the course of a 
speech dealing with the question as to 
whether these men are necessary, and as 
to whether the circumstances in South 
Africa warrant an increase in the Army, 
said that no question of Imperial expan- 
sion had led to the present troubles in 
South Africa, and he challenged any 
Member of the House to point out —-out- 
side the case of Egypt—where anything 
had been done by the Government in the 
nature of expanding the British Empire. 
I was utterly astonished when I heard 
that speech of the right hon. Gentleman. 
Why, who for a moment ean deny that hut 
for the wild and reckless expansion of the 
3ritish Empire incurred by the schemes 
of Mr. Rhodes you would never have had 
these troubles in South Africa? The 
right hon. Gentleman said that if Rhodesia 
had never been heard of the Dutch and 
the English might have had differences 
and come into collision. No doubt that 
is possible, because all the century the 
Dutch and the English have been more 
or less in collision in South Africa. What 
immediately led to this wretched war was 
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the organisation from Rhodesia of the | 


raid by Dr. Jameson, which failed. If 
you had had no Rhodesia you would have 
had no buccaneering expedition under Dr. 
Jameson from Mafeking ; and if you had 
had no expedition from Mafeking you 
would never have had this war; or if 
you did come into collision with the 
Dutch in South Africa you would not 
have been let in for a war of a serious 
nature, because everybody knows that 
until the date of the raid the Boers, from 
a military point of view, were only a 
power that you could have easily over- 
come with 10,000 or 15,000 men, or, at 
the outside, 20,000 men. It is perfectly 
established that it was only from that 
date that the Transvaal became a military 
Power. So weak, soi badly prepared was 
the Transvaal as a military Power at the 
date of the raid that Dr. Jameson rode in 
with 600 men thinking that was a sufficient 
force. Would that have been done if 
the Transvaal was a strong military 
Power—if they had had the armaments 
they now have? From the date of the 
raid they commenced arming. From 
then down to the declaration of war 
absolutely nothing was done by the 
Transvaal except to pour arms and 
ammunition into their territory, and to 
luild fortifications round Pretoria and 
everywhere else. But for the raid, the 
chances are there never would have been 
awar. I do not know really what the 
object of the Government in this matter 
was, but their policy wes either extremely 
stupid or else most extraordinarily 
generous. It reminds me of two people 
going to have a duel with swords. One 
mati for some reason or another has not 
got a suitable weapon, and his opponent 
turns to him and says, “I will wait until 
you are ready ; get as good a weapon as 
mine ; make preparations to be on level 
terms with me, and then I will fight.” 

That is what the Government seem to 
have done with the Transvaal. For four 
vears they waited until the Transvaal 
armed itself, and when that had been 
done they brought about this war. And 
vet nobody ean claim that the grievances 
which existed at the time of the Jameson 
raid had become more accentuated 
afterwards. Every grievance existed 
just as markedly at the time of the 
Jameson raid, and yet at the time the 
Government took no action to redress 
those grievances or to compel the Trans- 
vaal to come to terms. If these grievances 
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were genuine, that is the time the Govern- 
ment should have acted. The Government 
would have had some reason for objecting 
to the Transvaal arming themselves. It 
allowed them to arm. The Prime 
Minister said in another place, how was 
he to know what the Transvaal was 
doing when the cases containing the 
ammunition were concealed and the guns 
were smuggled in as_ agricultural 
machinery ! Was anything so ridiculously 
silly ever heard from any man in the 
position of the Prime Minister of Eng- 
land? Was it not common knowlec Ige 
that the Transvaal was arming to the 
teeth? Did not we know that for the 
twelve months succeeding the Jameson 
raid—that is, the whole of the year 1896 
the great armoury factories of Birming- 
ham were pouring millions upon millions 
of cartridges into the Transvaal? What 
for? Why was that allowed? If you 
thought the Transvaal was not treating 
your subjects fairly why did not vou 
make representations at that time 
before the Transvaal was fully armed ? 
You made no representations then, 
and 1 say that what you are 
criminally responsible for is for allow- 
ing the Boers to arm themselves as they 
did. These Birmingham firms were 
challenged as to whether it was not the 
fact that they were supplying millions of 
cartridges to the Boers, and they admitted 
it; their only defence was that they did 
not supply cartridges after 1896. | 
believe that was true. But this went on 
for the whole of 1896. It was only at 
the end of that year that alarm was taken 
at this extensive arming and at these 
Birmingham firms exporting the enormous 
quantities of ammunition they did. The 
whole course of events which has led 
up to this disastrous war displays an 
amount of criminal stupidity on the part 
of members of the Government which has 
never been equalled in this country or in 
the world. ‘The right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury, of course, 
does not agree with that. I do not wish 
to be discourteous in any way to him 
personally, but I will say the feeling 
towards the whole Cabinet, and more 
particularly towards him, is one of pro- 
found pity and sadness that men of his 
class have allowed themselves to be 
dragged into the present wretched 
state of affairs by the Colonial 
Secretary, who, whatever else he may 
be or may have been, is certainly not 
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in any sense fit to be the legitimate leader 
of the Unionists, much less of the Con- 
servative party of this country. I say 
the conduct of the Government in not 
taking action to redress the grievances at 
the time of the raid, or—if they did not 
think that an opportune time—their 
action in allowing the Transvaal four 
years to arm, has rarely been equalled in 
the matter of stupidity by any Govern- 
ment in the history of the world. If 
action had been taken at that time trouble 
would have been saved. The Boers might 
have met you more generously. But 
even if they had not met you, then, witha 
comparatively small force of men, you 
would have been able to do what it is 
doubtful whether you are able to do now, 
although you have put such an enormous 
force into the field. These circumstances 
arise in the mind of every hon. Member 
when he is asked to vote for an increase 
of 120,000 men to the British Army. 
The other night when £13,000,000 of 
money were voted in a very few hours 
towards the expenses of this war, and to- 
wards the expenses of this increase of the 
Army, I could hardly help reflecting how 
strange it was that there did not.seem to 
be a single British representative with 
sufficient public spirit to get up and sug- 
gest even remotely that this money 
might be better spent. I read in this 
morning’s newspaper 2 case in the City 
of Dublin where a young man was picked 
up in a fainting condition, and on being 
conveyed to the hospital expired, and a 
post-mortem examination which was subse- 
quently held showed that he died of 
sheer starvation. Cases of that kind 
occur in Dublin frequently, and it is 
impossible for any man to walk through 
the length and breadth of this great city 
without seeing the wretched misery and 
heart-breaking poverty which is every- 
where exhibited, and without seeing how 
much suffering is endured on every hand, 
simply for the want of a judicious expen- 
diture of small sums of money. Hon. 
Members come down to this House at 
three o'clock, and in the course of 
five hours they vote away millions 
upon millions of the money of 
the people of this country, not to 
forward any scheme to better the con- 
dition of the masses and alleviate the 
misery and sorrow that is everywhere 
apparent throughout all our large cities, 
and every part of the country, but simply 
to vote this money to continue the 
Mr, William Redinond. 
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shedding of the blood of brave men, 
English, Irish, and Scotch alike ; this 
money is being spent to bring untold 
misery to their friends and relations 
throughout the length and breadth of 
South Africa and the British Isles ; and to 
me there is something so utterly revolting 
in the expenditure of money like this 
under the circumstances in which we live, 
that if I were by myself in the House of 
Commons, and mine was the only voice 
to be raised against it, | would speak and 
vote against this proposal even if I did not 
get a single Member of the House to 
follow me. We are told that public 
opinion is on the side of the war. We 
are told that whenever a meeting is 
organised to protest against this expendi- 
ture the meeting is always broken up. No 
doubt it is ; no doubt the supporters of 
the Government can always command 
sutticient influence upon a question of 
this character to interfere with.those who 
express their opinions against the war. 
But whatever may take place in this 
country, in Ireland at least public opinion 
is free. The people of Ireland are 
against this war, and they have no 
sympathy with the objects of the war, 
and it makes them indignant to think 
that they may be called upon to bear a 
large proportion of the cost of this war, 
when they are already so unfairly taxed, 
and when in Lreland so much is neglected 
that might be done there. The Under 
Secretary for War, deep down in his 
heart, must see that whether he considers 
we are right or wrong, the protest made 
from Ireland is not unnatural. I know 
districts in my own constituency where 
the people for the want of that help 
which the Government should give, and 
for the want of that money which is 
freely given in other portions of the 
Empire, are suffering considerably. In 
my own district we had to complain of 
what was done in regard to the fisheries, 
and we asked for the presence of one of 
your small cruisers to protect this indus- 
try, but the First Lord of the Admiralty 
said we could not use warships for such a 
purpose. We cannot get a penny for any- 
thing in Ireland, we cannot get even the 
university which the First Lord of the 
Treasury is in favour of, because the 
money to endow it will not be given. 
We are asked to vote this money for the 
prosecution of a war which we detest. If 
English Members are so sensible to the 
feelings of their constituencies that 
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they won’t protest against this war, 
then I say that, for the time 
being, the Irish representatives are 
giving voice to the opinions of large 
masses of the working people of this 
country who are against this war. I 
believe when this miserable war is over 
that the masses of the English people 
will honour the Irish Members for being 
practically the only considerable body of 
men in this House who, in the face of the 
misery and suffering that exists through- 
out the country, object to this wanton, 
wretched, and extravagant expenditure 
of public treasure upon an unworthy 
object. Here we are at the end of the 
nineteenth century, which has seen such 
mighty advances in regard to humanity 
and inventions in every direction, engaged 
in as ferocious, as bloody, and as un- 
Christian a war as ever this country, or 
any other country, engaged in. It is an 
outrage in a Christian land and an out- 
rage upon a Christian country ; and what 
makes it more sad to contemplate is that 
vour forces and your guns are turned 
against a people who are as strictly, if 
not more strictly, attached to the word 
of God and the Christian Church than 
you are yourselves. What effect can 
this spectacle of two great Christian 
countries attacking each other have 
upon the Native races? If there was 
no other consideration to be urged, I 
say that the example you are setting to 
the Native races would be consideration 
enough tomake you pause. What do you 
think the Native races will think of these 


proceedings ? Do you not think that they | 


will not, sooner or later, break from 
the bonds which now hold them, 
and probably overrun not only your 
own possessions but the Transvaal as 
well and then you will have a Chris- 
tian race fighting for their lives against 
the savages whose cause you now 
pretend to be fighting for. I feel that 
itis almost useless to speak any further 
on this subject. I have never spoken in 
this House with more sincerity and with 
more pleasure than I have done in my 
protest against this war. I say this war 
could have been avoided with ordinary 
conciliation and diplomacy, and above all 
it could have been avoided if you had 
adhered to the doctrine which you 
preached at the Hague where you agreed 
to arbitration. What a farce and mockery 


of international good faith that was! You | 
agree to arbitration, and when these two , 
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small Republics offer it you refuse it. 
Does it mean you are never to arbitrate 
unless the Power you arbitrate with is 
stronger than yourselves? If the Uit- 
landers in the Transvaal have suffered 
grievances the Uitlanders of other coun- 
tries have suffered as well. Any court of 
arbitration would have done justice 
between you and your subjects there, and 
yet you refused arbitration and drove 
those two unfortunate countries into a 
position in which they were obliged to 
fight for their lives, and you have led 
this country to sacrifices and _ losses 
which are irreparable—because no vic- 


‘tories can atone for the enormous amount 


of suffering that has been caused all over 
the country. With regard to the con- 
duct of Irish Members we sometimes hear 
the hon. Gentleman the Under Secre- 
tary for War himself said it, although I am 
sure that he did not intend to be per- 
sonally offensive to us—that there are 
other Irishmen who do more than talk. 
The hon. Gentleman said there are Irish- 
men in South Africa who are giving their 
lives and shedding their blood for this 
country. It is perfectly true that there 
are Irishmen in South Africa fighting as 
gallantly as [rishmen always have done 
in every part of the world. These men 
we consider are in the wrong. We con- 
sider that it is a cruel shame to see such 
magnificent gallantry wasted in such a 
war. We believe that these men, under 
never lend 
their sanction to this war; but being 


‘ engaged in it we hold that their gallantry 


and bravery ought not to be made a 
matter of taunt to us, because we are as 
proud of it as any other people. That is 
no reason why we should not object to 
the war, and to the circumstances which 
have led to the loss of their blood. Who 
are these Irish soldiers who comprise the 
Connaught Rangers, the Dublin Fusiliers, 
and the rest of the Irish regiments ¢ 
They come mostly from the South of 
Ireland ; they are Catholics by religion, 
and in politics they are Nationalists and 
Home Rulers like we are. I have 
myself heard these gallant and brave men 
cheering at Irish meetings and demon- 
strations, and cheering Members sitting 
upon these benches in the towns which 
they have visited. You must not 
imagine because these men have entered 
your Army that they are not in sympathy 
with us, because they are, and we have 
the sympathy also of the classes in 
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Ireland who supply these men, for if we 
had not we should never have the right 
to come here and speak against this war 
and the system under which our country 
is governed. The hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary for War is a Minister in 
this House who commands universal 
respect for the way in which he conducts 
public business. He is always very 
courteous and kind to those who, like 
myself, pitch into him occasionally, but 
even if the hon. Gentleman opposite was 
not so courteous to us as he is, even if he 
treated us badly, I do not think there is 
any Member on these benches who would 
not entertain for him what we call in 
Ireland “gra,” which betokens a good 
deal of respect. The hon. Gentleman’s 
grandfather was one of the noblest Irish 
rebels who ever lived, for he was a man 
whose name is honoured in Ireland by 
the masses of the people, and his por- 
trait is to be found in every cavin home 
in Ireland, for he fought bravely against 
the foes of his country. He saeri- 
ficed his life fighting against what he 
believed vo be an unjust war, and he died 
from wounds in Dublin separated from his 
friends and kindred relations. Lord 
Edward Fitzgerald held the opinions we 
hold to-day with regard to the govern- 
ment of Ireland. It is from the life and 
sentiment of the grandfather of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite that we and the 
young generation of Irishmen who follow 
us have received our inspiration and our 
determination to object to the present 
system of rule in Ireland. The hon. 
Gentleman does not take the same view 
as his ancestor, but at least he will extend 
to those who are true to the teaching and 
life of his illustrious ancestor the respect 
which I am sure he feels himself for the 
memory of that ancestor. I will say no 
more upon this subject except to protest 
from the bottom of my heart, on behalf of 
Ireland and also on behalf of those in Eng- 
land who seem to have few statesmen 
here to represent their views, that the 
object of this war is cruel, unnecessary, 
and unjust, and I object to the wanton 
expenditure of millions of money as un- 
Christian and infamous when we see 
around us so much misery and suffering 
amongst our own countrymen which 
ought to be relieved and alleviated before 
we spend these vast treasures in trying to 
bring into subjection a people who are 
not of our own race or blood, but who are 
worthy of our respect and esteem, be- 
Mr. William Rednond. 
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cause whether you beat them or do not 

beat them, they are fine fighting men and 
? A, oD fo] 

you must respect them. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) : I wish to record the hearty appre- 
ciation I feel at the excellent plans which 
the Under Secretary for War has put 
before the House. I feel sure that the 
provisions made will encourage the 
Volunteers, and I am_ confident will 
induce many others to join that admirable 
force so well calculated to defend our 
country. So far as I can see, the dis- 
satisfaction of the nation and the wrath 
which consumed it has been appeased hy 
the knowledge that the War Office has 
done far more than the people knew. — It 
has proved itself to be an efticient 
machine, and far better handled than any 
of us imagined. There is one point, 
however, to which I should like to draw 
the attention of the House, and that is, 
the delay which appears to take place in 
getting our troops away on board ship. 
Surely it cannot be a question of getting 
ships, having regard to the loyalty dis- 
played by all shipowners—surely it would 
not have been difficult to commandeer 
any ships in the Thames or Mersey 
to transport any number of men and 
horses in a fortnight. But I take 
it that it was not the want of ships which 
has hampered us. We naturally know 
that guns and the thousand and one 
things which are necessary to make an 
army an offensive and defensive tactor 
must be taken into account. Now, having 
heard what the Secretary of War has 
stated, I think we are satistied that the 
War Office has done its utmost to meet 
the severe strain put upon it. Having 
read of the ditticulties of transport in the 
field, it has occurred to me that it is a 
pity that more traction engines are not 
used ; and when we read of the capture 
of our guns by the enemy, owing, admit- 
tedly, to the fact that thev were lost in 
consequence of the mules and other classes 
of teams being shot down, it appears to 
me that if these guns had been drawn by 
their own motors or traction engines, 
duly armoured, this mishap might perhaps 
have been avoided. Besides, I often 
notice the immense difficulties our officers 
have in mounting guns on steep hills and 
in difficult places. It will be conceded 
that, by means of strong steel rope 
and a large pulley fastened and secured 
by anchor at the top of a hill, a 
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traction engine could be used, either 
by winding up or going backwards, 
to haul up the largest of guns into 
positions where no teams or manual 
labour would have a chance; and it 
would not expose the men or the animals 
to be picked off, thereby endangering 
the success of the attempt. No rock, 
however precipitous, could not thereby 
be mounted by the gun; and, having 
regard to the difficulties of this campaign, 
I hold that we must be ready by every 
ingenuity at our command to deal with 
the exigencies. It will be found that 
Continental Powers are using a number of 
motor cars, traction engines, and the like, 
and it will be seen that an enormous 
economy of fodder and the like is accom- 
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plished, and that a greater propelling | 


power is generated by crude petroleum or 
petrol than by any other means. I cer- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


tainly think that an experiment on these | 


lines might well commend itself to the 
Under Secretary for War. It is gener- 
ally conceded that conscription would be 


inadvisable in this country, and that the | 


feelings of the nation would be out- 
raged if men were compelled to serve 
inour colonies to defend the homes of 
others ; whereas on the Continent con- 
scription is really meant to be a force to 
defend the individual homes of those who 
take up arms. But no one who has 
travelled can help noticing the amount of 
physical development and good which 
service in the army imparts to those who 
have served—the muscles are developed, 
the form improved, and an erect carriage 
is ensured in future life. Well, Sir, this 
is a desirable result, and I think from that 
point of view that conscription is good. 
Now, I trust that physical training of 
some kind will be introduced in this 
country, and that the Education Depart- 
ment will introduce into all the elemen- 
tary schools a system of drill, in which 
all boys will be compelled to take part, 
and that these exercises should be under 
the control of proper drill 
appointed for the purpose; that cadet 
corps should be encouraged ; and if found 
necessary, that even shooting galleries 
might be introduced, in order to en- 
able the youths of this country 
to shoot, and to know how to 
drill whenever they should — be 
called upon to do so. I know from 


sergeants | 


personal experience how splendid these . 


exercises are. They are not easily for- 
gotten, and I feel sure they would be the 


Estimates. 410 


means of developing the physique of the 
nation, and would foster a feeling of 
ardour, patriotism, and enthusiasm which 
would be evoked whenever the country 
was menaced and in danger; and I feel 
sure would be the means of sowing seeds 
of a martial character which would be 
the best recruiting factor ever introduced. 
In conclusion, Sir, I wish to say that I 
hold that this war is not actuated, as 
depicted on the other side, bya feeling of 
greed or annexation, but that the true 
factor is that this is a fight for freedom 
and liberty. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): There is one matter in 
the speech of the Secretary for War in 
which I entirely agree, and that is where 
he expressed a firm intention on the 
part of the Government that our Army 
should be converted into a purely business 
Army. That has been the greatest defect 
in the past. The courage of our soldiers, 
particularly of our officers, has been 
unquestionable ; but this war has demon- 
strated that the military knowledge 
possessed by many of our officers is very 
deficient indeed, and that is more notice- 
able in connection with what are called 
our “crack” regiments, and espe- 
cially our cavalry regiments. The 
complaint is a reasonable one, for, 
as has already been pointed out, these 
regiments appear to be the appanage of a 
few wealthy men who put their sons in 
those regiments with the view of im- 
proving their social status. That seems 
to me to be an absolutely false view to 
take of the Army, and I have been in- 
formed on good authority that with 
respect to regiments of this kind, com- 
manding officers have difficulty in getting 
their officers to devote the proper time to 
the duties of their profession. Practically 
the spare time of those officers, instead 
of being devoted to their duties, is given 
up to polo and such games. That ought 
not to be the case, and ofticers who have 
attempted to remedy this defect have not 
received the support from headquarters 
that they ought to have done. I submit 
that in all regiments the standard of 
living should be within the means of the 
soldier who has only his pay to depend 
upon, but the complaint is that in several 
regiments the officers are mostly men 
with private means amounting to about 
£600 a year. The course of this war in- 
dicates very strongly the need for th's 

r. 2 
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reform. As an illustration, I may mention 
the first disaster that befell our arms, by 
which a large number of the 18th 
Hussars were taken prisoners at the battle 
of Glencoe. [ have seen published in 
the newspapers last week a letter from a 
Boer soldier, who was one of a number 
that effected that capture. I cannot help 
believing that the account given by him 
must be to some extent exaggerated, be- 


cause if it is anything like true it ex- | 


hibits the most deplorable ignorance on 
the part of the officers who allowed them- 
selves to be captured. The account this 
Boer gives is that a regiment of 300 
Hussars were turned by him and one 
other man ; that these two were after- 
wards reinforced by fifteen others, and 
the whole of the Hussars were brought to 
«a standstill; that reinforcements to the 
number of eighty and one gun afterwards 
came up, when the Hussars hoisted the 
white flag. The writer asserts that 
fifteen Boers kept these Hussars at a 
standstill for an hour. Of course the 
courage of our officers generally 
is unquestionable, but they have 
shown a great lack of military knowledge. 
I would urge on the hon. Gentleman if he 
desires that our Army should be a busi- 
ness army and not an army of pleasure, 
that the rule which obtains on the Con- 
tinent that ofticers as well as privates 
should wear their uniforms at all times 
should be adopted. It should be the 
invariable rule in the Army that, whether 
on or off duty, in public or in private, all 
officers should be obliged to wear their 
uniforms. That would bring home to 
them that their first duty, and not only 
their first but their main and_ principal 
duty, is to the Army and not to pleasure. I 
cannot myself approve of the action 
of the (Government in respect to 
the Volunteers and the Militia. I 
think it is a deplorable precedent to set 
to obtain by means of pressure—and I 
think rather unworthy pressure—enlist- 
ments from the Volunteers and Militia 
for foreign service. These branches of 
the service—more particularly the Volun- 
teers—were enrolled for home defence, 
and pressure should not have been put 
upon them to induce them to enlist for 
foreign service. It will have a tendency 
to dissuade a most valuable class of reeruit 
from joining these branches, which, as a 
result, will have to depend on the idle 
and loafing class, who have the time and 


the inclination to go abroad. What is) 


Mr, Bryn Roberts, 
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Volunteers and the Militia is a different 
class altogether, viz., well-to-do artisans 
and clerks in permanent employment, 
not a floating population of ne’er-do- 
weels who merely enlist for a change. If 
whenever a war breaks out in any part of 
the world pressure is to be brought to 
bear on Volunteers to induce them to go 
abroad it will have a strong tendency to 
prevent a suitable class from enlisting. 
I wish to direct the attention of the hon. 
Gentleman to the kind of pressure which 
is being put on Volunteers in this country. 
Here is a notice published by Captain 
Allard, the officer commanding the Royal 
Welsh Fusiliers, calling his corps together 
for the purpose of ascertaining how many 
would volunteer for the war 

“Special Orders. — War! War !— The 
authorities have called upon the 3rd Volun 
teer Battalion Royal Welsh Fusiliers for 
voluntary service in South Africa or for 
garrison national defence duty. With reference 
to above be it notified to all members of the 
G Company, 3rd Volunteer Battalion Royal 
Welsh Fusiliers that a pararle will be held in 
the Drill Hall on Wednesday night, at nine 
o'clock, in plain. clothes, when it 1 hoped that 
every nan will be present whose name is on 
the roll to signify which of the above services 
he is willing to perform. It must be borne in 
mind that a man absenting himself from this 
parade must be branded as a coward. Every 


;man must answer to the call to arms for 


national defence. Fall in, every man—95 in 
strength—to answer this call, and let Llanrwst 
be to the front in this emergency. Remember, 
this is trusting our citizen army to the 
backbone.” 


I say that if men who have duties in 
connection with their own occupations 
to attend to are to be branded as 
cowards, as these men would be branded 
if they did not volunteer for the purpose 
of national defence, then respectable 
steady working men, artisans and clerks, 


will not join the Volunteers. I thought 
at the time that the sudden call on the 
Volunteers and Militia was really an 
indication of panic on the part of the 
Government,. because it was made on the 
Monday following the news of the defeat 
at Colenso, the third of a series of 
defeats that occurred in one deplorable 
week. It seemed to me that the Govern- 
ment had to some extent lost their 
heads, but I am afraid there was a 
political motive behind that summons 
to the Volunteers and Militia. It 
had at any rate a_ political effect, 
and I am not sure that it was not a 
design on. the part of the Government to- 
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distract the attention of the country from 
the grave disasters which had occurred 
by starting a new excitement in every 
district and town and almost in every 
village throughout the country. That 
excitement did distract the attention of 
the country, but sending a large number 
of half or quarter-trained men from the 
Militia, the Volunteers, and the Yeo- 
manry to South Africa cannot really 
assist the troops there. You have to 
face the ablest enemy England has faced 
for generations, an enemy which has 
tested the strength and — ability 
of our ablest and most experienced 
troops, and to send out _ half- 
trained troops to our army is really 
rather an encumbrance than otherwise. 
[ noticed also that a similar opinion was 
expressed in the press by several military 
critics, evidently military men, shortly 
after the order was issued. But I do not 
base my opposition to the Vote on these 
matters. My opposition is based on the 
fundamental ground that the continuance 
of the war is absolutely unjust, that the 
war was unjust a) initio, and that to con- 
tinue it is unjust. I am unable to 
appreciate the position taken up by many 
of my hon. friends on these benches. A 
great number of Liberals admit that the 
war is unjust, and in its origin abso- 
lutely indefensible, not only through the 
had diplomacy which led to it, but also in 
the prosecution of objects which we had 
only the right to prosecute by friendly 
representations, ‘That is the opinion 
almost universally entertained by the 
Liberal party, with perhaps the exception 
of about a dozen members. But it the 
war were unjust at the beginning, it 
seems to me to be unjust to continue it. 
The suggestion is that having started the 
war, we must go through with it because 
of the necessity of maintaining our 
prestige. I say if this war is to be con- 
tinued for the purpose of maintaining our 
prestige, it is absolutely immoral, and 
that it is a crime to sacrifice a single life 
for the purpose of maintaining our pres- 
tige. It is now impossible to maintain it : 
itis gone so far as our military prestige 
is concerned, and your only object now is 
to attempt to recover it. You may 
succeed—indeed, I have no doubt that 
you will ultimately succeed—in _ this 
war; but you will not recover your 
prestige. The resources of the Transvaal 
and the Free State are limited ; you have 
unlimited resources in your overwhelming 


Army (Supplementary) 


{19 Fepruary 1900} 


Estimates. 414 
numbers and unlimited wealth, in the 
command of the sea and in your ability 
to buy your stores in Australia, South 
America, Germany, and other parts of the 
world—although you get into a fever of 
excitement if you hear of a gun being in- 
troduced in a piano case into Lorenzo 
Marques—and it is not by crushing the 
Transvaal that you can recover your 
prestige. You have lost something more 
than your military prestige; you have lost 
something more valuable from a purely 
utilitarian point of view to this country, 
and that is your moral prestige. You 
may recover your military — prestige 
but you cannot recover your moral pres- 
tige. This war is the result of a breach 
of faith; it is because we have broken 
our word, and every war England has 
waged for the last ten years has arisen 
from the same cause. We all remember 
the gross breach of faith in connection 
with the Terai campaign. 

hon. Member 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The 


will not be in order in discussing that. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I do not 
intend to argue it, Sir, but [ merely quote 
it as an illustration. It is unquestionable 
that the war arose entirely from a breach 
of faith. Then with regard to Egypt, no 
less than four Ministries—Liberal 
well as Conservative——pledged themselves 
to retire from Egypt. The breach of the 
pledge was followed by the recent war in 
the Soudan, and it is a breach of faith 
that has also led to the present war. If 
the Government would only realise that 
it is more important that the word of 
England should always be regarded as 
reliable and not to be altered with 
circumstances, and would endeavour 
to recover our moral rather than 
our military prestige, I believe they would 
do more for the security of this country 
and our colonies than bv any plan of re- 
organisation they can ever accomplish. 
We know and admit that the condemna- 
tion of England’s breach of faith in 
respect of this war is universal among 
other nations. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
endeavour to console themselves with the 
idea that that condemnation arises only 
from envy. I quite recognise that 
there is on the Continent a low, base 
opinion similar to that which exists 
in England, and that the jingo, whether 
in this country or in Berlin or Paris, is 
always actuated by the lowest and basest 


as 
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motives. As far as the Berlin and the 
Parisian jingoes are concerned [| 
am quite willing to acknowledge 
that their condemnation of England is 
based solely and entirely on envy, but 
neither in this country nor in any other 
civilised country are the jingoes repre- 
sentative of the nation. They form a 
minority, but the professional and 
educated men and the honest working 
men, who are in a majority in every 
nation, universally condemn your policy 
in connection with this war. The only 
support given to this country on the Con- 
tinent comes from Hungary, Greece, and 
Italy. When vou examine the basis of 
that claim it comes to this, that the Hun- 
garians have « feeling of gratitude to 
England, because through the influence of 
the Liberals, not the jingo Conservative 
party, we supported them in their 
struggles for liberty. The Italians have a 
feeling of gratitude, but that is also given 
to that section of the Liberal party which 
is opposed to this war. And so it is in 
the case of Greece. We are still taunted 
on this side of the House because a hun- 
dred of our Members sent an address 
of sympathy with the Grecks. Yes, 
but the sympathy of the Greeks 


with England at the present moment 
is due to those hundred Members of the 
Liberal party who supported them in 


their day of trial. These are the only 
sections of the civilised world who sup- 
port you, but they do so under the mis- 
apprehension that it was you who sup- 
ported them ; so that, tried on your own 
merits, you have not a single friend in the 
civilised world. It has often been said 
that this war is due to the Majuba policy. 
It is not due to that policy, but to the 
abandonment of it. Nosooner had Mr. 
Gladstone retired, at any rate no sooner 
was he dead, than certain leading members 
of the Liberal party turned their backs on 
the whole teaching of that great Liberal 
statesman’s life, and cheered the jingo 
Conservative party to the echo. They 
took the credit of the Soudan War, and if 
this war turns out successful they will be 
equally ready to take credit for it. If 
Mr. Gladstone had been in office, or had 
heen living with his faculties unimpaired, 
there is not a man living who believes for 
a moment that this war would have been 
entered upon, or that there would have 
been the slightest danger to our position 
in South Africa. But when that policy 
is reversed do you expect to recover the 
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fruits of that policy ? If you plant a 
tree and cut it down, do you expect to 
gather fruit from it? The plan 
you have adopted has only brought 
maleficent fruit. The policy that 
resulted in this war is on_ the 
shoulders of the Government and particu- 
larly on those of the Colonial Secretary. 
I do not believe that if the Colonial Secre- 
tary had been in any other position in the 
Government, and if Colonial questions, 
particularly the Transvaal question, had 
been under the control of the Foreign 
Office, we would have had war. But un- 
fortunately the Colonial Secretary has 
allied himself with astute capitalists in 
South Africa, and under some mysterious 
influence they were able to control him. 
That is why we are at war. It is due to 
the introduction of the capitalist element 
and the Tammany system into polities in 
this country. It is a curious thing that 
it is to the aristocracy of England that 
we are indebted for the introduction here 
of the cursed Tammany system, and the 
sooner the better nature of Great Britair 
reasserts itself and vomits this evil out of 
the conduct of the affairs of this country 
the better it will be. 


*Mr. H. P. PEASE (Darlington): I 
wish to say a few words in regard to 
this Vote. I have little knowledge in 
regard to military matters, but I may, 
perhaps, crave the indulgence of the 
House as I have a considerable amount of 
knowledge of the working men of the 
country, having been in touch with them 
for a number of years. There appear to 
me to be three classes in this House who 
criticise adversely this Vote—those who 
believe that all war is wrong, who believe 
that this Vote will increase the spirit of 
militarism in the country, and believe 
that war is opposed to Christianity. With 
these honourable Members [ think every- 
one must feel some sympathy, but they 
sometimes forget that there comes from 
the same source as Christianity itself the 
assurance that ‘‘when the strong man 
armed keepeth his palace, his goods are in 
peace.” The second class are those who 
believe the proposals of the Government 
are either inadequate or impossible. 
It was suggested the other day that 
it would be right for us to hold an 
inquiry into the conduct of the war, but 
it surely would not be wise to institute 
such an inquiry at the present moment. 
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held while the fighting was proceeding, 
but it was of no use whatever, because a 
great many of the witnesses whose evi- 
dence was material to the Commission 
were absent. In regard to the proposals 
of the Government for men and money, 
I should like to say aword or two. The 
policy of conscription, in my opinion, 
ought not to receive any support. The 
money question is very difficult, for 
in many cases the people of this country 
will not be inclined to give very large 
sums towards increasing the military 
armaments at the present moment. Some 
hon. Members suggested that it would 
not be a difficult matter to get the men, 
but I beg to differ. I venture to think 
there will be considerable difficulty in 
getting a large number of men_ by 
invitation. I believe, however, as has 
heen suggested to me by friends 
in the north of England, that 
a large number of men could be 
procured who are able to fight and shoot 
in the interests of England, if rifle clubs 
were encouraged ; and I hope that the 
Government will do something material 
in that direction. I propose that a con- 
siderable number of medals should be 
viven every year by which the best class 
of men might be attracted into the rifle 
clubs, and that a retaining fee should be 
given to the best shots. The other class of 
opponents of the Government proposals is 
composed of the Irish Members. — [t seems 
to me perfectly absurd that we should listen 
to talk from these hon. Members about in- 
creasing the efficiency of the Army when 
we know that they wish it to be inefficient. 
It makes us ridiculous in the eyes of the 
world that we should have to listen to an 
hon. Member telling us what we should do 
to make our Army efficient, when only 
three days before the same hon. Member 
said he hoped that we should be beaten in 
every war we should engage in, in every 
part of the globe. And then he talked to 
us about Majuba Hill—that incident which 
everybody admits cast a shadow on a page 
of our military history, and about which 
wedo not care to hear from hon. Members 
from Ireland in this House. I venture to 
think they would not be able to express 
these views in any village hall in England 
or in any hall in London. We know what 
these hon. Members mean when they ask 
us to make an immediate peace. What 
they desire is that they should see 
the end of the British Empire. 
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Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.) said 
that the Irish Members were glad of the 
opportunity of raising their voices against 
this Vote, but he did so on different 
grounds from some of his hon. friends. 
He looked upon this question from a civil 
point of view, and he asked himself what 
was to be produced by the war. The 
answer was a permanent tax on the 
country. What was the policy which had 
caused that permanent tax? They were 
told that the war had been brought about. 
by the Boers not paying attention to the 
grievances of the Uitlanders. The Boers 
were an ignorant people, but at least it 
was recognised that they were a Christian 
people, and professed the same religion as 
the people in this country. Everyone 
acquainted by correspondence with the 
Boer population knew that ever since the 
war commenced they had shown them- 
selves an intelligent race, and _ that 
England had all its work cut out if 
she hoped to suppress the independence 
they were fighting for. It would be 
strange indeed if the voices of the Irish 
Members were not raised on behalf of a 
people whose only crime was fighting for 
liberty. The hon. Member who had just 
sat down had invited the Irish Members 
to London and the English villages. They 
did not want to go to English villages or 
to London; they wanted to remain at 
home; but if they were compelled 
to come to London, they wished to 
plead for the cause of Ireland. He 
could assure the hon. Gentleman that 
if he came to Ireland Irish hospitality 
and generosity would be extended to- 
wards him, although he would refuse that 
to the Irish Members in England; he 
would have ample scope to express his 
opinions and would go back without any 
bodily injury, and therefore he need not 
be a bit afraid. He desired as a civilian 
to inquire what was to be gained by this 
large increase in the military forces of 
this country. An increase of 120,000 
men meant a very large permanent tax. 
Those who searched the history of the 
country would find that it was not by 
great armaments that England gained her 
greatest victories. It was due largely to 
the causes she had been engaged in. To- 
day she had departed from her traditions 
and was engaged in a conflict with two 
small Republics which had earned the 
sympathy of the civilised world. The 
war had been the work of one gentleman 
, of world-wide notoriety, and looking 
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back over the last twenty years he 
wondered whether Mr. Chamberlain and 
the Secretary for the Colonies were the 
same person. Inasmuch as Ireland would 
have to pay a large proportion of the 
cost for the increased armament, he pro- 
tested against that increase. [rish repre- 
sentatives had been taunted with the 
number of Irish who were now at the 
front, but that was easy to explain. 
Taking advantage of Ireland’s poverty, 
English recruiting sergeants had gone 
through the towns and through the 
country, and with their seductive tongues 
had persuaded the poor to enlist, and 
when once they enlisted the Irish did 
their duty. He joined with his col- 
leagues in protesting against the Vote, as 
it was one with which the Irish people had 
no sympathy and did not desire to 
support. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
congratulated the hon. Member who had 
just resumed his seat upon the concession 
he had made to the Government by his 
remark that the Irish soldiers at the front 
did their duty. It was a great convession, 
although he did not suppose, whatever 
views might be expressed in the House 
by hon. Gentlemen representing Irish 
constituencies, that Irish soldiers at the 
front would do anything else. A great 
deal had been said as to the origin of the 
war, but it was idle at this date to go into 
that subject. The war was due entirely 
to the policy of vacillation and the deter- 
mination of Mr. Gladstone to obtain 
votes. He also congratulated the Under 
Secretary of State for War upon his not 
having fallen into the trap of compulsory 
service or conscription, and he trusted 
that he would in future always avoid it. 
No form of compulsory service or con- 
scription was necessary in this country, 
and that ‘vas proved by the fact that 
whenever there was a prospect of war or 
we were engaged in war the Government 
had many thousands of men more than 
they required. The spirit which animated 
the people of this country was directly 
opposite to that which animated any 
nation in the world except the Irish, who 
always came forward if there was fighting 
to be done, and in times of peace devoted 
their time to their farms and their land- 
lords. Conscription gave a country the 
very worst army in the world, Under that 
system were obtained a certain number 
of average men who for the most part 
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were not fighting men at all, and if con- 
scription were established in this country 
the Government would obtain a large 
number of peaceably disposed persons 
and men not physically so fit as they 
obtained under the present system. 
Under the voluntary system now in vogue 
they got men who could fight or who 
thought they could, and those were the 
right men to secure. He had seen Conti- 
nental armies weeping in battalions, he 
might say, on being ordered to the front. 
Such a thing was never seen in this coun- 
try; the men who come forward like 
fighting. Therefore he hoped that the 
Under Secretary of State for War and 
his noble chief would continue to resist 
the insidious temptation to establish a 
compulsory service. The Under Secre 
tary of State for War seemed to divide 
the necessities of the case under three 
heads—tirst, the defence of these islands ; 
secondly, the necessities under our foreign 
policy ; and, thirdly, South Africa. Of 
the three the one requiring the least 
attention was the defence of these islan |s. 
He did not think it was necessary te call 
out the reserves for that purpose ; nor 
did he think there was any necessity for 
those measures of defence which, to quote 
the hon. Gentleman’s own words, were 
“required not as a defence against attack, 
hut as an insurance against the fear that 
might spring from a threat of attack.” 
There was no present threat of attack 
and no present ground for any fear at all 
in connection with the safety of these 
islands, which were amply protected as 
long as the English Fleet remained in its 
present condition. Although the Army 
might have looked a little better than it 
was, the English Fleet looked a great deal 
worse than it was ; it was his conviction 
that it was, in fact, immeasurably superior 
to any other navy that existed. 
There was no necessity to consider the 
future of these islands so far as the people 
themselves were concerned, inasmuch as 
these islands must always be protected by 
the Fleet, and it was hardly necessary for 
the hon. Gentleman to put that considera- 
tion in the forefront of his policy. The 
question of the future of the Empire 
would, he thought, demand the serious 
attention of the Government. The 
Empire was about to pass through a 
period of menace. Movements were 
taking place on the Indian frontier on the 
part of Russia, and also in the heart of 
Persia, but perhaps the most serious 
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menace of all was the suggested making | 


of Holland an integral part of the German 
Empire. In that event the German fleet 
would be almost, if not quite, as good as 
our own. The Germans had ships and 
guns, but still they had no navy. They had 
no naval traditions, but if they succeeded 
in obtaining Dutch sailors with Dutch 
naval traditions, and put them into 
German ships to work German guns, the 
whole face of Europe would, by such an 
evolution, be entirely changed. That was 
a thing for which the hon. Gentleman’s 
scheme did not provide, but that was a 
thing to which he should give his serious 
attention. The most pressing considera- 
tion was no doubt the conduct of the pre- 
sent war. The faults, if faults there had 
been, arose from the conviction of the War 
Ottice that one officer was just as good as 
another, and that when it was a question 
of choosing a general any general would 
do. In the Navy, whena man lost a ship 
or a gun, he was immediately court- 
martialled, but in South Africa we had 
had generals who apparently could not 
find the enemy without losing a thousand 
men and having the heads of their 
columns blown away ; yet there had been 
no hint or suggestion that the generals 
should be called to account. It was the 
immediate inquiry or court-martial in 
the Navy which made that service so 
etlicient, and it was the exactly contrary 
system which in the Army constituted 
one of its most disastrous defects. In 
South Africa we wanted probably, first 
of all more troops, and then a better 
method of choosing the — generals, 
and more responsibility fixed — on 
the generals when they were chosen. 
He had no desire to blame our generals, 
although they were not beyond blaming 
their subordinates. He blamed nobody. 
All he desired to say was, if sucha system 
was enforced of fixing responsibility on the 
heads of the Army as obtained in the 
Navy, we might expect greater success. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth) : Those who vote for 
the men who are now asked for, vote 
for the policy of this war, and as I object 
to that policy I object to vote for the 
men. We have alreaay lost a vast 
number of men and a_ great deal of 
money. We cannot get any glory after 
what has taken place, and I cannot see 
that we can gain any profit; and when we 
look a little 
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to be proud of what we are now doing, 
we shall know that nations of the civilised 
world will condemn us. I know that the 
people at large think that something may 
be gained by this war, and, that being so, 
it behoves us to see what we are fighting 
for. Upon that I will just quote one 
sentence which appeared in Zhv Times 
newspaper in September last. The writer 
of the article said— 


“There is no price which the people of this 
country are not prepared to pay in order to 
vindicate their position as the paramount 
power in South Africa.” 


[Cheers.] I am glad to hear those cheers, 
because it shows that the object of this 
war is paramountcy in South Africa. 
Now what does paramountcy mean? | 
should say, without looking at the 
dictionary, forcing upon a country a 
government it does not want. In other 
words it is tyranny. It may be that the 
quotation I have given is so ancient as to 
cease to be interesting, therefore let me 
give one taken from a speech of my right 
hon. friend the Member for Wolverhamp- 
ton last Friday. Everybody knows that 
there is no more enthusiastic supporter of 
the war than my right hon. friend. He 
had been dining with a lot of soldiers and 
made an after-dinner speech. He said 

“We must dismiss as unworthy of notice 
the ridiculous allegations that we are con- 
tending merely for a five or seven years fran- 
chise, or the redress of certain grievances, or 
for some point in the negotiations which 
diplomacy might have adjusted. The Army, 
which their guests that night were to join, 
was fighting neither for gold nor territory, but 
to resist and defeat a supremacy which would 
be a standing menace and a ceaseless danger 
to Great Britain.” 


And he concluded with these words— 


“ We bid you god-speed, and with you and the 
vast and overwhelming majority of the British 
people, we reverently add, ‘May God defend 
the right !’?” 


It is therefore a question simply of 

supremacy, and nothing else: an instance 

of the good oid jingo phrase of— 

**The good old rule. . . . the simple plan,’ 
That they should take who have the power, 
And they should keep who can.” 


But I say that when he calls upon God in 
this matter it rather gives me a turn, 
because | do not think the Supreme 
_ Being ought to be called upon to become 


an accomplice in our crime and cruelty in 
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this matter. The new diplomacy is | 


dangerous and disgusting, and the new 
religion is detestable. I will not give my 
vote in support of a policy like this. I 
know the argument at the present 
moment is that we must go on fighting 
because the Boers have got our territory. 
Technically that seems to be correct. 
But it is defiance, not defence——it is the 
spirit of Imperialism which is urging on 
this enterprise, so fraught with guilt and 
danger to the Empire. Lord Rosebery, 
who certainly ought to be an authority, 
says at present it 1s a question of life and 
death. | agree with him humbly. I 
think we are in peril. But we are not in 
peril from the Boers, or from those 
nations to which he alluded. The peril, 
Mr. Speaker, is in the spirit of pride, 
vainglory, and hypocrisy which we pray 
against in church every Sunday so ineffec- 
tually, and which has taken possession of 
the people of this country. The Colonial 
Secretary is the most perfect representa- 
tive of that state of feeling we have ever 
had in this country. That state of 
feeling has already led to the most disas- 
trous proceeding of modern times in this 
country, and if it is not checked it will 
lead to further disaster. I know those 
who are carrying on this war, 
the Colonial Secretary and his col- 
leagues or accomplices, say they are 
supported by the vast majority of this 
House and by the majority of the country. 
If that were not so, I would not speak. I 
feel sure there are many men on this side 
of the House who condemn the war as 
much as | do, and yet they honestly and 
conscientiously think the only thing is to 
see it through. With all deference to 
those hon. friends of mine, I say to take 
that course is to obliterate the distinction 
between right and wrong. I am sorry to 
differ from many of my friends who take 
this line, but I cannot take it. I know 
that opposition to this war is unpopular. 
Wars are always popular. What is 
popularity? In a few years it~ will 
matter very little to any of us whether 
we are popular or not. It may matter 
to us whether we were right, and I am 
sure it will matter to us whether we tried 
to be right or not. In that view I hold 
it to be our duty on every occasion, by 


our voice and by our vote, to protest 


against the policy which has already 
involved this country in deep disgrace, 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) said he felt it utterly impossible to 
discuss this question with anything 
bordering on heat or passion. His views 
with reference to this war were well 
known, but like the majority of Members, 
he had very dear relatives and friends at 
the front, and their jeopardy compelled 
him to speak with as much temperance 
and forbearance as he could. There was 
scarcely a man in the House who had not 
some relatives or connections at the front ; 
but the right hon. Gentleman who made 
the war (the Colonial Secretary) had his 
relatives and connections not at the front 
but on the Treasury Bench. He was not 
displeased with the references to the Irish 
soldiers of the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn. The Irish soldiers in the Army 
were largely Catholic and Nationalist 
peasants. They were intensely national. 
They entered the Army partly from the 
spirit of fighting and partly through the 
necessities of their case. They did not 
interfere with politics. They recognised 
that their absolute duty as soldiers was 
to obey commands and not interfere in 
polities. But he wondered what their 
feelings would be when they learned they 
had been praised by enemies of Ireland 
on the Tory benches to point an attack on 
the Nationalist Members. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: [| am_ not 
an enemy of Ireland. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said the hon. 
Member was not a conscious enemy of 
Ireland. The hon. Gentleman did not 
forget that the reason Wellington and 
Peel were compelled to grant Catholic 
emancipation was because Irish Catholic 
soldiers cheered for O'Connell in the 
streets of Limerick. The resentment 
of Irish soldiers would be very 
great when they learned and found 
out that they were used as the instru- 
ments of a political party in that 
House. The more it was instilled into 
the minds of Irish soldiers that they 
were not merely doing their duty, but 
that they were political agents, and had 
to take part in a political battle, the better 
for those who wished to see the restora- 
tion of Ireland’s legislative independence. 
On Friday night he asked the Under 
Secretary of State for War to give him 
the number of the Irish Militia regiments 


and which, if persisted in, will, I am sure,- that had been since this war began trans- 


end in a serious national disaster, 


Sir Wilfrid Lawson. 


ferred from Ireland to England, and the 
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number of regiments which had taken 
their place. The numbers were given, 
and he then asked why the Irish Militia 


regiments who stayed at home were not, 


allowed with arms in their hands. No 
answer was given, but the hon. Member for 
South Belfast said it was because they were 
rebels. The explanations given by the 
Under Secretary of State for War on 
Friday night were, if he might use the 
expression, “fudge.” At the time of the 
Union, the English Government sent ten 
Irish Militia regiments to England and 
sent English regiments in their place. 
The reason for that was that the Govern- 
ment was afraid—-as it was afraid 
now—to have Irish regiments in Ire- 
land with arms in their hands. It 
was a reversal of the whole spirit 
of the Militia that they should be taken 
away from Ireland to England, and_ it 
showed that the Government were afraid 
to trust these Irish regiments. The hon. 
Member had given most elaborate details 
of the various provisions he intended to 
make with reference to the English 
Volunteers, and referred especially to the 
improvement of their rifle ranges. He 
wished to ask the Under Secretary for 
War whether he would allow them to 
have Volunteer rifle clubs in Ireland. 
There were no Volunteers in Ireland, and 
such was the dread and the horror the 
hon. Gentleman had of allowing Irish 
regiments to have arms in their hands in 
their own country, that even the Militia 
were deported. This was not a Christian 
war, but one which was supported by a 
great many people who were practically 
enemies of the Christian religion. He 
believed it to be a war simply for the 
purpose of raiding the gold mines, and that 
it was one of the blackest and foulest 
transactions in the history of the world. 
The last time he spoke on the subject of 
the war in that House, he felt sure that 
the war would be a “ walk over,” that the 
British would be in Pretoria in ten days. 
He protested against it then. How much 
more did he protest against it now, when 
no fewer than 10,000 of our flesh and blood 
had been destroyed, or were prisoners. 
[An Hon. Memper: No, no!| There 
was not much exaggeration in that state- 
ment. He scarcely knew one man who 
was not mourning the loss of some rela- 
tive through the war, and when it was 
recollected that the war was not for the 
expansion of the Empire, but was simply 
to get gold for a set of jobbers on the 
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Stock Exchange, the thing became in- 
He never subscribed to the 
doctrine of O’Connell that all political 
movements were not worth the shedding 
of one drop of human blood, but he did say 
that one drop of human blood ought not 
to have been sacrificed at the bidding of 
any Birmingham Mars. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): Like many Liberals 
on this side of the House, I disagree 
with most of the speeches made by my 
hon. friends around me. Though some 
of us may agree that the Government 
may have mismanaged the negotiations 
and the war at the outset, and may ex- 
press that opinion in our votes, yet we 
are determined to help the Government 
in every way we can to carry the war to 
a successful issue. I utterly disagree 
with the hon. Member for the Eifion Divi- 
sion, who said he believed most of us on 
this side of the House were anxious for 
peace at once. Yes, we are anxious for 
peace, but only for peace on honour- 
able terms, when the war has been 
brought to a successful issue. A great 
deal of this scheme is good. But the 
unauthorised part of the programme, the 


unpublished part of the programme, is 


coming out bit by bit. The additions 
which have been made to the comfort of 
the troops, such as the flannel shirts 
which have been asked for, the small 
extra pay for the Militia—all these things 
are good and will encourage recruiting for 
the Army and Militia. But there are one 
or two things which I think it has been 
agreed by most Members who speak on 
the subject will not be very satisfactory 
in their results. One is taking out the 
Volunteers for a whole month. I think 
the Under Secretary for War will find 
that a large proportion of the Volunteer 
battalions are not likely to come out for a 
whole month, I suggest that the ofticers 
of many of them might be attached to 
our Militia or Line regiments. It wonld 
immensely benefit the Volunteer force if 
the ofticers had a month’s such training 
every year or for one year. The great 
need, I believe, on the part of Volunteer: 
officers, is the want of technical know- 
ledge. If the young men who have just 
joined, or who have done a year or two, 
were taken out for a month with a regular 
regiment, they would at least learn 
their drill. I further want to ask that 
some encouragement should be given to 
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non-commissioned officers. It would en- 
courage non-commissioned officers im- 
mensely if they were sometimes made 
warrant officers. I know there are objec- 
tions to that promotion, but they can be 
easily got over. Another difficulty in 
connection with the Militia and the 
Yeomanry is that their instructors have 
gone out to South Africa, and the troops 
in many cases have been left with nobody 
to instruct them. I hope that a part of 
this scheme will be to supply suitable in- 
structors. Another thing I object to, in 
an important part of the scheme, is the 
way the Militia to be embodied. 
What we want is that there should be a 
force available almost at once, or as soon 
as possible. I have pressed that some 
Militia regiments should be embodied at 
once. The answer is, where is the bar- 
rack accommodation ? Surely it would be 
better to hire a building somewhere and 
put the troops in, or to put them into 
your artillery or cavalry barracks, than to 
wait until after the time they are wanted 
before they are embodied. I think the 
scheme for embodying the whole of the 
Militia for three months during the 
summer, will be a very heavy tax on the 
country, and will be bad for the recruit- 


is 


ing of the Militia, because it will take 


for three 
no way 
defence of 


their work 
will = in 
to the present 
the country. By the time they 
have done their training it will be 
getting on towards the end of the 
summer, when I hope many of the troops 
will be coming home from South Africa. 
I propose that instead of embodying the 
whole 50,000 for three months in the 
summer, 5,000 or 6,000 should be 
embodied at once; that would be more 
conducive to the efficiency of the Militia 
and the present protection of the country, 
which is the great object of the scheme. 
Many things are done in this scheme for 
the improvement of the Reserve forces, 
but Ido not think it can be for the per- 
manent improvement of the Reserve 
forces if you take out the Militia for three 
months when work is most plentiful. I 
hope that part of the scheme will be 
modified, so that we may have more 
troops out at once and the men called out 
for a shorter period at a time when they 
have plenty of work. 


from 
and 


men away 
months, 
conduce 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.): I feel impelled to rise because of 
Mr. Courtenay Warner. 
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{the speech of the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Cockermouth Divi- 
sion. He seemed to suggest that it 
is impossible for anyone who does 
not agree with the policy on which this 
war is founded to vote in favour of the 
necessary force to enable the Government 
to carry it to a successful conclusion. 
I venture entirely to differ from that. 
We have had this war thrust upon us 
much against our own will, and under the 
conviction that it would have been per- 
fectly possible to avoid it. But having 
entered on this war, we of the Liberal 
party feel that to withdraw from the war 
at the present time——except upon terms 
consistent at least with the dignity of 
this country —would be to lay up in 
future a still greater disaster for the 
country. That is sutticient justification 
for us, ,who take the view that there 
was no necessity for this war being 
entered upon, in supporting the Govern- 
ment. This I will say, that from the 
commencement of this war, or perhaps 
from the commencement of the disasters, 
the efforts which have been made by the 
Government have, in my judgment, and 
I think in the judgment of the masses of 
the people of this country, been more 
than commensurate with the  necessi- 
ties of the case. I do not blame the 
Government for this, because if you err it 
is well to err on the safe side ; but it is a 
matter of profound regret we have had to 
listen to such a speech as that which fell 
from the lips of the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn. We may be sitting com 
fortably in our quiet homes, reading in 
The Times newspaper the vivid descriptions 
of the war correspondents, and we may 
be inclined to criticise our generals some- 
what harshly, but if a general is to have 
the terror of a court martial hanging over 
his head all the while he is conducting 
his operations it would be little short of 
an absurdity, and would be ludicrous if it 
were not so offensive. But it matters a 
great deal more when a gentleman hold- 
ing a high position under the Crown, and 
on the responsibility of a Foreign 
Minister, shrugs his shoulders and 
indulges in language of panic and terror, 
which in itself constitutes the strongest 
possible condemnation of the (Govern- 
ment. I cannot help thinking that 
there is nothing to render us appre- 
hensive of the future condition of our 
country. I said a minute or two ago 
that the (Government’s measures for 
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the defence of this country were more ’ 


than commensurate with the necessities 
of the case, and I do ask the Under 
Secretary for War why he has not given 
us some explanation of this permanent 
increase in the Army. I do not mean of 
the skeleton machinery for the artillery 
and Army service, because that is per- 
fectly justified, but [ do not understand 
why there should be a permanent increase 
of twelve battalions of infantry. I ven- 
ture to remind the House that the land 
forces of the British Empire amount to 
something like 950,000 men—lI think 
that is the grand total. We know that 

apart from the defensive forces, which 
are more than adequate —- the demand 
for colonial defences has been, in accordance 
with the considered policy of the Govern- 
ment, steadily decreasing. So far as 
Canada is concerned it is defended, to all in- 
tents and purposes—I believe that in Hali- 
fax there is a small Imperial garrison, but 
that is not in Canada—by colonial forces ; 
and if [am not wrong, I believe it was 
contemplated in 1896 that all Imperial 
troops should be withdrawn from Natal, 
and the whole tendency of our colonial pol- 
icy for many years past has been to decrease 
the number of our Imperial forces. There- 
fore, assuming this war is brought to an 
end, and supposing that we should bring 
about a settlement of the war upon hon- 
ourable and durable terms of peace, then 
I would ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War this question—Why is there to 
be this increase of 120,000 men? And why 
do I press this question? Because, in my 
opinion, there is nothing in the condition 
of the Empire which indicates any neces- 
sity for an increase of our land forces. I 
think in saying this that I am stating 
what is common knowledge; but I would 
venture to remind the House that there is 
practically no land frontier to any portion 
of the British Empire except the northern 
frontier of India and, to judge by recent 
events, the frontiers in South Africa. But 
a comparatively small force would be 
sufficient to hold our Indian Empire in 
safety against the attacks of any foreign 
Power. If, then, with the exception of 
the Soudan and South Africa, the northern 
frontier of India is the only land frontier 
which it is necessary to protect, I would 
ask the hon. Gentleman this question— 
Is it for the purpose of contingencies 
in the Soudan or in South Africa, or is 
it for the purpose of contingencies 
anywhere else, that this 
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increase of land forces by twelve 
battalions is required? I[ recognise the 
admirable spirit in which the Govern- 
ment have responded to the feelings of 
the country in respect to the preparations 
for bringing this war to a successful con- 
clusion. It is not, however, the duty of 
this country to maintain a great military 
force, and I think you can rely for the 
most part upon the spirit which has been 
shown by all classes of the community in 
responding to the appeal of the Govern- 
ment. I think that this money, if it is 
to be spent at all, should be spent in 
further developing the defences of the 
Empire, and it would be spent with much 
more justice, reason, and permanent good 
if it were employed in further strengthen- 
ing the naval forces of this country. 


*Sirn JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): With reference to the remarks 
of the hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down, I should like to make one or two 
observations. He says that he does not 
see what necessity there is for any 
addition to the land forces of the country 
at all. I hope he will pardon me if I just 
bring before the House as shortly as I 
can some reason why this addition should 
be made. The hon. Member has said 
that we have a limited land fron- 
tier, and that, therefore, the necessity 
for the military defence of this Empire is 
a small one. I think the House, 
and the country generally, realise 
now that it is a primary condition of 
our existence as an Empire or as a 
country that we should rule the sea. 
But suppose that we have a force suffi- 
cient and necessary to do that in face of 
any considerable or reasonable combina- 
tion. What would be the position of the 
Empire then? It would be this—that 
while on the other hand, the possession 
of an adequate sea force to meet the 
naval conditions then in existence would 
unquestionably secure us against inva- 
sion, what would be the condition of our 
commerce and our trade under these cir- 
cumstances? While naval supremacy can 
secure the paralysis of the effective war 
power of the enemy in any bulk on the 
sea, in these days of steam naval 
supremacy cannot guarantee our trade 
and commerce against a certain amount 
of predatory attack. What that amount 
would be we do not know — in any 
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case 1t may not be very much, but in the 
«ase of a great commercial Empire like 
ours it is not actually necessary for great 
physical damage to be done to merchant 
shipping to produce commercial paralysis, 
and for this reason: it is the moral effect 


upon your business or trade and commerce | 


that is your real danger, and a very real 
danger it is, although you have naval 
supremacy. I will take up that position, 
and I am not going to detain the House 
long. What would be the effect upon 
freights and insurance ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must really confine himself to the Army 
Vote. What he is discussing would | 
apply more to the Navy Vote. 


*Sirn JOHN COLOMB: It is one of the 
difficulties of this House that we have 
hefore us a Vote to meet the danger of war, 
and we are told that part of this money is 
to go for military forces to resist an inva- 
sion. But the possibility of invasion is a 
naval matter. I quite recognise the justice 
of your decision, Mr. Speaker, but per- 
haps I can put myself right in this way. 
Without going into the naval and com- 
mercial question, I think [ am in order in 
saying that if you conceive a condition in 
which, by reason of a state of war, injury 
is being inflicted upon your commerce and 
your trade, obviously it must be of the 
first necessity to terminate that war; 
that is my position, I am trying to keep 
within the rules of order. 1 will take the 
position that it is necessary for the com- 
mercial interests of this country to ter- 
minate a state of things that would be 
injurious to our commerce and our trade. 
Our first necessity will be some ready 
means to terminate the war, and by what 
means can you terminate it? Your Fleet 
¢annot do it ; it cannot inflict very much 
damage upon the fortified portions of your 
enemy’s country. Your Fleet is your 
shield, and your Army is the spear 
‘which strikes. If the proposals of the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
avere carried out we should have a strong 
Fleet, but I want to know under those 
conditions, if you have no army, how long 


would this country submit to that state. 


of things. The cost of the insurance of 
freights would rise and you could not 
compete in foreign markets. If you have 
no military force to strike and terminate 
.a war, then I think the commercial down- 
fall of this Empire would be close at 


Sir John Colom. 
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‘hand. Irespectfully call the attention of 
this House to one point, at all events, 
that has been elicited by my getting up. 
It is a peculiar and ordinary nature of the 
procedure in this House that while the 
principles of the defence of this Empire is 
a complex question and can only be dealt 
with properly by considering the Army 
and Navy together, the rules of this House 
put me practically in a position in which I 
cannot deal with the question at all. We 
‘have had, as a recommendation to pass 
this Vote, references made to certain per- 
manent military arrangements, some of 
which are based upon the supposition of 
an impending invasion. Under these 
circumstances perhaps I shall be in order 
‘in following my hon. friend upon that. 
My hon. friend says we are to provide 
some extra forces to replace garrisons and 
troops which have gone out of the country in 
order tosecure ourselves fromanimpending 
invasion. Whether invasion is possible 
or not is a naval question, and I am de- 
barred by the rules of the House from 
dealing with it. But perhaps I may he 
in order in dealing with the references of 
the hon. Member with regard to this 
matter. He says that you musi provide 
this military force, and spend this money 
to secure yourselves from invasion while 
your Fleet is away. I ventured when he 
said that to interject the query “‘ where /” 
To that he answered that your Fleet will 
be off your enemy’s coasts or facing the 
enemy's fleet. But does my hon. friend 
realise what that means ? Does he realise 
that it would be impossible for the enemy, 
under such circumstances, to even contem- 
plate the sending of a great military expe- 
dition across the water? In explaining to 
this House how it was that he could not 
send more troops suddenly to South Africa, 
my hon. friend very properly reminded 
the House that you could only send a 
limited number of troops out of the 
country in a week on account of the difti- 
culties of embarkation. He pointed out 
that there are not quays enough or 
harbours or facilities enough to send 
more than a limited number on_ this 
account. I really do ask, when the 
Government is beginning to make 
arrangements for further local defences 
in this country, my hon. friend to 
reconcile his position. His __ posi- 
tion is that we are to spend 
money on garrisons, and add to our local 
garrisons and means of military defence, 
because the Fleet in a time of war will be 
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off the enemy’s coasts and facing the 
enemy, and how on earth under those 
conditions the enemy is suddenly to send 
a large army over here to invade us I 
must ask my hon. friend to explain. My 
own impression is that there is an infinite 
waste of the resources of the State being 
spent on a supposed condition of things 
which in war can have no real existence. 
l agree with what fell from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
when he said that if your Fleet cannot 
defend you from invasion you are lost, 
because when the maritime conditions are 
such that there might be a huge military 
expedition sent across the seas to attack us 
weshould be ina position that would hardly 
be worth defending. Our Empire is locked 
out —our commerce and trade is gone. I 
will repeat the question which I have put : 
Given a state of things pictured by him- 
self—-that is, a state of war —our Fleet off 
the enemy’s coast and facing the enemy’s 
fleet, I ask him to explain to this 
House why under those circumstances 
we must be prepared with a great 
military defensive army? I say, in 
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conclusion, that this question has been 
approached too much in the hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech, and in this House, from the 
point of view of this home part of the 


Empire only in relation to war. If we 
cannot be master of the sea we are not 
master of our own Empire. If we are 
masters of the sea we cannot be invaded. 
The great necessity of our Empire is the 
keeping open of our water communications, 
and when my hon. friend tells us that we 
must have this great military expenditure 
and this great military force to resist a 
probable invasion at home, does he not see 
that he supposes the rest of the Empire is 
entirely isolated ? His whole hypothesis 
is to defend the United Kingdom, be- 
cause we cannot rely upon our Fleet 
to prevent an attack upon the United 
Kingdom by a huge military force. Such 
a proposal is really an intimation to our 
colonies that we are looking to ourselves, 
and that they must shift for themselves. 
I would remind the hon. Gentleman that 
recently we have had an awakener in this 
respect which I hope the Government 
realises, and we are looking forward to 
the future in the hope that the true policy 
of this country will be to come to some 
arrangement with the outlyiag portion 


of the Empire to help to provide a Fleet | 


sufficiently strong to maintain our sea 


supremacy in the face of all the world, | 
. gold which are to be found in the Trans- 


and that having done that the next stage, 
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and the one which concerns the War Office, 
is that we shall maintain an adequate 
Army of sufficient mobility, composed 
perhaps of men furnished by the mother 
country and the colonies alike, which 
would be capable of offence and of termi- 
nating any war the continuation of which 
might be disastrous to our commercial 
position and to our Empire. We do not 
want an army to sit down behind fortifica- 
tions and take part in local defence only, 
but we want an army in a position to be 
able by striking to terminate a war if our 
trade and commerce are threatened, and 
the only weapon in our hands capable of 
doing this is a mobile military force. 


*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I think we 
Who represent Irish constituencies, and 
who are sent here by Irish votes, would 
not be doing our duty if we did not avail 
ourselves of every opportunity to protest 
against this war. The people who sent 
us here are, as far as we can gather from 
personal association with them, almost 
unanimous against thiswar. They think 
it is an iniquitous and unjust war, and 


,one which is being waged from the basest 


of human motives. I have seen the 
statement in the papers that this war has 
heen promoted by the greed for gold. We 
in Ireland object to having to pay the 
extra expense for troops and munitions 
of war which you require to carry on this 
struggle. It has been stated that there 
is in the Transvaal an enormous quantity 
of gold. I think it was stated in one 
instance that there was £200,000,000 worth 
of gold inthe Transvaal. Youare waging 
this war to get hold of and control that 
enormous quantity of gold, and with that 
object you carry on this war and make 
great sacrifices and an enormous loss of 
blood and treasure in order that you may 
succeed in beating down the resistance of 
those two Republics. But when vou 
have succeeded, after a desperate struggle, 
in defeating the two Boer Republies in 
the field I think you will have to reckon 
with the nations of Europe, who are 
jealous of your power, and who will not 
quietly submit to your getting hold of 
this enormous quantity of gold. It must 
be remembered that in fighting the Boers 
you are fighting not only the troops of 
President Kruger and President Steyn, 
but you are fighting the picked ofticers 
of Europe, who have been sent ont by 
European nations to oppose your getting 
control of the enormous quantities of 
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vaal. We in Ireland object to having to 
pay for this raid for gold mines in the 
Transvaal, and as long as we are Members 
of this House we shall use every means 
in our power to protest against this war, 
‘nd the means you have adopted to carry 
it out. One hon. Gentleman on the 
opposite side of the House stated the 
other day that English Members should 
not tolerate Iris) Members speaking in 
this House on the question of the war. It 
is a curious state of things that, after 
you go to war in the Transvaal for the 
purpose of enfranchising the Uitlanders, 
Members of this House should wish that 
Irish Members in this Parliament should 
not be allowed to speak on this subject. 
It seems to me that that is not showin 
any remarkable consistency, especiall¥ 
when it comes from the hon. Member for 
Darlington, who is a strong advocate for 
war, and who is a monument of incon- 
sistency himself ; as he is a member of a 
well-known Peace family. 


Mr. H. P. PEASE: I did not say that. 
*Mr. TULLY: The hon. Member dis- 
putes that. 


*Mr. H. P. PEASE: I did not say that at 
all. What I said was that the remarks made 


by Lrishmen with regard to the Majuba in- 
cident would not be listened to in any other 
place in England except in this House. 


*Mr. TULLY: Why are we brought 
here to this House, for we do not come 
here of our own free will! You have 
had this war going on for nearly five 
months, and you are always claiming that 
you are winning victories. After being 
told of a victory, Napoleon once said— 
“Tf you have won a victory, where are 
your prisoners.” I ask, after all the 
victories you have won, where are your 
prisoners { The prisoners seem to have 
all been taken by the other side. The 
hon. Gentleman opposite says that we 
should go through the villages of England 
and express our views against this war. 
I might extend a similar invitation to 
him, and ask him to come over to [reland 
and ask the people there if they are will- 
ing to give their consent to spending 
money in order to grab the gold mines of 
the Transvaal. Ido not think the hon. 
Member opposite would be inclined to 
aecept that invitation. We know very well 
how the soldiers that you recruit in 
Ireland are treated both during the war 
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and after the war. We know how our 
Crimean veterans have been treated, and 
we know how they have been left to live 
on the rates in Ireland at the expense of 
the ratepayers. It was only to-day that 
the case of an Irishwoman who had seven 
sons serving in the British Army, and 
who is an inmate of a workhouse in 
Derbyshire, was brought under the notice 
of this House. That is the way you treat 
the people who allow their relatives to go 
and fight for your supremacy. ‘The scan- 
dalous way in which you treated the men 
who fought for you in the Crimea is 
without parallel. I remember two years 
ago, When on a eycling trip in France, | 
came across a man who was occupying a 
very good position, who said he had served 
as a private in the French Army in the 
Crimean War, and he showed me a medal 
he got from Queen Victoria. I told him 
that he was in a very fortunate position, 
because in [reland the privates who fought 
in the Crimea were mostly to be found in 
the workhouses. The Irishmen who 
have gone out to this war will be treated 
when they come back just in the same 
way as the soldiers who went out and 
fought for you against Russia during the 
Crimean War. You have treated the 
Militiamen in Ireland very badly. You 
have sent them to the front, although a 
Militiaman always believed when he 
joined that he could not be sent out of 
these islands. And yet you sent out two 
or three months ago to South Africa very 
early in this business a number of these 
men to the front who never believed that 
they would have to go to South Africa to 


‘ fight as Regular troops. They have gone 


to the front and left many of their rela- 
tives penniless, and we have to maintain 
and feed in my parish out of the rates 
many of the families who were depen- 
dent on these Militiamen. I say that it 
is a monstrous state of things that these 
people are now a charge upon the rates 
in Ireland, and that is sufficient to make 
them hostile to this war. As long as you 
have this state of things you are not 
likely to get many recruits in Ireland 
under your new scheme. We are told 
that this scheme is the only alternative 
to conscription, and hon. Members on 
the opposite benches have been denounc- 
ing conscription. In regard to this war, 
up to quite recently this House was 
almost as gloomy as a graveyard, but 
since the news arrived on Friday night 
that Kimberley had been relieved hon. 
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Members have been restored to the use of 
their speech. 


A lot of them were advo- | 
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| 
| 


eating conscription, and we were told | 


that if the Under Secretary’s proposals 


did not bring in the necessary number of | 


men, there was no alternative except con- 
scription. But if you adopt that policy 
will you extend conscription to Ireland ! 
What is the message that we must take 
to our constituencies ? Of course conscrip- 
tion is not always objected to by the 
middle or the lower classes, but it is 
usually objected to by the small oligar- 
chies that are in power. 
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among the non-commissioned officers. 
You run your Army recruiting from two 
classes, the aristocrats and the labourers, 


'and therefore you do not recognise any 


brains in the non-commissioned officers by 


| giving them commissions, and there is 


This is 


no promotion from the ranks. 


|a proof to my mind that your army is 


rotten as a social institution, and you 
are running it to keep up the 
present state of things, and the present 


' distribution of wealth in England. If you 


In France when | 


they had conscription it led to the over- | 


throw of the tyranny of the French kings. 
A great reformer once said that the 
reason Why the French were so en- 
thusiastic in the defence of their country 
was that every man had not only got a 
rifle, but had also got the land. It is 
only when the peasants have got the 
land that you can get them to fight as 
they do in the countries where they have 
conscription, You are sending out a large 
number of Irishmen who are placed at 
the mercy of some of the generals whom 
we have heard so severely criticised 
in this debate. I object to having Irish- 
men sent out as mere bullocks to the 
shambles to be butchered at the instance 
of generals who have very little idea of the 
rudiments of modern warfare. We have 
heard here to-night a statement as to how 
the officers spend their time at polo and 
lawn tennis and other games of that 
description instead of attending to the 
ordinary duties of war. We have seen in 
the press the complaints which have been 
made about the want of good maps of 
the country between the Tugela and 
Ladysmith. General Buller has gone 
across the Tugela several times, and he 


had conscription, and if every man could 
use a rifle, do you think the people would 
tolerate for one moment the present lis- 
tribution of wealth ? When we go home 
at night we find poor wretches sleeping 
under the archways and the bridges— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must again ask the 
hon. Member to confine his remarks to 


the question before the House. 


has come back several times, and the | 


trouble was that there were no good mili- | 


tary maps—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The question of the 
want of maps does not arise here. 

*Mr. TULLY : The officers have spent 
many months in that country before 


*Mr. TULLY: I apologise for travel- 
ling away from the point before me, but 
the interruptions of hon. Members oppo- 
site caused it. I think this point about 
the officers is one of considerable import- 
ance, especially when Izish soldiers are 
sent out to be put under the command of 
officers who are absolutely unacquainted 
with the details of their business in time 
of war. I remember reading in The Times 


two days after the ultimatum was 
delivered several letters written by a 
Dutch Cape Colonist. Surprise was 


then expressed that these two small 
Republics should be filled with the idea 
that they could resist for a month the 
great resources of this Empire. That was 
published in The Times to show how much 
they derided the Boers, and this writer 
wrote some very remarkable letters which 
have been absolutely borne out by what 
has taken place between that date up to 
the present. He stated that a few weeks 


after the war England would find herself 


the Boers invested Ladysmith, and they | 


have not made any maps. I suppose they 
spent their time playing polo. I say that 
Irishmen have been put under officers 
who will show the same lack of intelli- 
gence in military matters. I heard the 


reduced in the estimation of the world to 
a position almost like that of Spain from 
a military point of view. These letters 
were published by Zhe Times as a matter 
of derision, and they were replied to by 


-one of the generals now commanding in 


i] 


South Africa. He wrote a very short 
letter replying to this Dutchman, in which 


'he referred to the want of brains and 


statement here the other night made by | 
the hon. Member for Battersea that you 
do not recognise in the Army the brains 
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intelligence in the Dutch who dared to 
make the assertion that the Boer Republics 
would not be wiped out in the month, 


| This very general was sent to the front 


Q 
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and was put in command of our Con- 
naught Rangers at Colenso, where our 
men were absolutely decimated ; and I 
remember a statement made by Mr. 
Bennett Burleigh, in which he said these 
men while under fire were sent out to 
mark the regular distances of the men 
from each other. Upon this Vote | 
believe I cannot refer to your defective 
arms, but upon the other Vote I intend 
to refer to the matter of inferior rifles, 
artillery, and powder— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
will not be in order in discussing these 
matters now. 


*Mr. TULLY: Upon the next Vote I 
shall strive to offer some remarks on that 
spect of the case. At present I will 
confine myself to just one or two brief 
‘emarks in conclusion as to why we Irish- 
nen are opposing this Vote, and why we 
should take every possible opportunity of 
doing so. We object to this Vote because 
the people in Ireland are entirely against 
it. The people who have placed us in 
this House by an overwhelming majority 
are entirely opposed to this war, and they 
object to paying any extra taxation for 
it, and as long as we are sent here we 
should not be discharging our duty if we 
did not raise our voices upon every 
possible occasion to object to this expen- 
diture. We further object to this war 
and to the proposals before the House 
hecause we consider they are not put 
hefore us in a manner which should 
render them acceptable. We are told 
in one breath that these are the last pro- 
posals that will be made, and if they are 
not a success that we must have con- 
scription. They will not be a success 
as far as Ireland is concerned — in 
getting anv more men. The way you 
have treated the men you _ have 
got will be no inducement to Irish- 
men to come forward. I think the pro- 
posals of the Government will he inade- 
quate, and will not serve the purpose in 
view. We also complain that when you 
get the men from Ireland and send them 
to the front you put the Irish regiments 
in the most dangerous positions, and they 
are generally exposed to the brunt of the 
fighting. The percentage of Irishmen 
killed in this war far exceeds the per- 
centage of either Englishmen or men of 
other nationalities, and so long as that is 
the case you will not get recruits in Ire- 


Mr. Tully. 
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land when they know that they will be 
treated in this manner. After the way 
some of your officers have acted, you need 
not expect that you will get any further 
recruits from Ireland. On these grounds 
I desire to again raise my protest and 
object in every possible way to this Vote. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
rise for the purpose of associating myself 
with the hon. Members on this side of 
the House who have protested against 
the passing of the resolution now before 
us. I believe we are now in the twenty- 
fourth week of the war, which has heen 
undertaken, we contend, entirely against 
the wishes of the Irish people. It has 
been undertaken unjustly, and, so far 
at least, it has turned out unprofit- 
able to the fair fame and good 
name of this country. We have a con- 
stitutional right to express our opinion 
upon every subject which comes before 
the House. Some hon. Gentlemen on the 
other side appear to think that we should 
not interfere at very great length in what 
are treated from time to time as purely 
Imperial questions. I must express my 
personal regret that we have, so_ far, 
fallen in with the views of hon. Gentle 
men opposite, for we have not interfered 
very much in matters affecting other por 
tions of this great Empire. But on the 
present occasion the situation presents 
itself entirely in a different light, because, 
apart from the question of the financial 
aspect of the war, or the financial burden 
which will be cast upon us, a great 
number of our kith and kin have gone to 
the front, and the House contemplates a 
further call upon the men from [reland to 
supply the deficiencies which the Boer 
marksmen have made in your great Army. 
Therefore I contend, in the first place, 
that we are amply justified, notwith- 
standing anything that has been said by 
hon. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, who object to our interference in 
taking part in this debate. The hon. 
Gentleman in charge of this motion has 
endeavoured to explain away the objec- 
tions we have raised both in regard to the 
men and the money. It will be very 
hard for gentlemen opposite to explain 
the blundering, the incapacity, the want of 
foresight, and the want of judgment which 
havecharacterised the Department of which 
the hon. Gentleman in this House is the 
representative. During the debate we 
had in Committee last week the hon. 
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Member was literally bombarded from 
his own side of the House with sugges- 


Army (Supplementary) 


tions, some of them in favour of his, 


motion, some modifying it and some 
criticising it most sharply; and I cer- 
tainly felt a considerable amount of sym- 
pathy with him in the difficulty he must 
have had to explain the different points 
brought under his notice by hon. Gentle- 
men on his own side. I regret to say 
that the hon. Gentleman seemed to 
receive a good deal more practical assist- 
ance from the Liberal Members than he 
did from many of his own followers and 
friends, and in this connection I would 
like to say, as a Nationalist, that I regret 
extremely that the great Liberal party of 
England has not had the courage to stand 
up for the rights and freedom of a gallant 
people. We object to the passing of this 
motion because it is almost certain that 
it contemplates the enlistment of more 
Irishmen in the British Army. We think 
that you have, in the past, treated Irish- 
men who have joined your Army very 
badly. Time after time I have brought 


under the notice of this House the case of 
men who have served you in the past, 
and who had saerificed their health and 
strength, and almost their very lives, in 
the service of this great Empire, and the 


hon. Gentleman’s replies, on all occasions, 
were entirely unsympathetic. In the 
nature of things, if these examples are 
held up in the small towns and villages 
of Ireland they will not tend to induce 
Irishmen to join your ranks. Of course, 
the hon. Gentleman is not personally to 
hlame for these, for there are a great 
many demands made upon the War 
Office ; but despite that, the solid fact 
remains that in the small towns and 
villages in Ireland and in your work- 
houses we have instances of the niggard- 
liness and meanness of the War Office. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
not in order in referring to that subject. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I. will 
endeavour, Sir, not to transgress the 
rules of order, and if I am told that I am 
not in order in mentioning these cases, I 
will not persist for a moment in contra- 
vening your ruling. 
Gentleman’s department would be well 
advised if it acted more generously in 
cases of this kind in the future than in 
the past. Now I come to another branch 
of this discussion. The Vote before us 
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contemplates increasing the Militia ana 
the Volunteers. First as to the Militia. 
In Ireland we have different Militia 
battalions throughout the country which 
are embodied for a few weeks every 
year for the purposes of training. I 
observe that the hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Vote made it part of his 
excuse for transferring Militia battalions 
from Ireland to England that there was 
not sufficient barrack accommodation in 
Ireland. That is an argument which is 
absolutely untenable. I have personal 
knowledge of three country towns—the 
headquarters of Militia regiments—and I 
say that the barrack accommodation in 
these towns is ample for battalions three 
times the size of the battalions trans- 
ferred to this country. Take Longford, 
formerly the headquarters of an entire 
regiment, always the headquarters of a 
cavalry brigade. There was no reason on 
the ground of barrack accommodation for 
sending the local Militia regiment away 
from their native town to the South of 
England. The same may be said of Mul- 
lingar, which is considered one of the 
largest outlying military stations, apart 
from the Curragh, and the same may 
also be said (of Cavan, which I have the 
honour to represent. The excuse that 
these regiments had to be transferred for 
want of sufficient barrack accommodation is 
absolutely untenable. On the contrary, 
the real reason is because you would not 
trust the Irish Militia with arms in their 
own country. English regiments have 
been sent to Ireland, and it is perfectly 
idle for the hon. Gentleman to contend 
that we have not ample room for all the 
needs of the case. If these Irish regi- 
ments were left at home a great many of 
the charges of kidnapping Militia regi- 
ments for active service would have been 
avoided, and as for any danger to the 
Empire occurring by reason of a few 
Militia regiments being embodied the 
idea is grotesque and absurd. We are 
also asked under this Vote to provide for 
an increase in the Volunteer force. In 
Ireland we have no Volunteer force at all, 
and we are asked to provide for an in- 
crease in a force which does not exist in 
our country. In 1782 we had a Volun- 
teer force, and we secured a_ large 
measure of local independence, and ever 
since you have been afraid to trust young 
Irishmen with the opportunity to learn 
the use of fireams or a knowledge of 


Estimates. 


‘drill, unless they join your recruits from 


() » 
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Whitechapel and other places in regi- 
ments of the Line, or join the Militia, or 
take other means equally objectionable to 
them. It is a perfect scandal to ask Irish 
Members to assent to raising the status 
of your Volunteers, while you brand 
their countrymen with inferiority, and 
will not give them facilities to be trained 
or allow arms in their hands. How can 
you expect that we will look with 
favour on this proposal to turn your 


Volunteers from a civil into a military 


force? The whole objection to this Vote 
on our part is, however, a national ob- 
jection. We believe that the war in 
which you are engaged is unholy 
and unjust; that it has been 
undertaken, not for freedom and 
liberty, but that it is the direct outcome 
of a secret plan and conspiracy on the 
part of capitalists in the City of London 
to take away under the pretext of obtain- 
ing freedom for the Uitlanders of Johan- 
nesburg the liberties of a people in order 
that they themselves may grab the 100 
tons of gold which underlie the environs 
of that city. We protest against this 
war, if I may so, without any intention of 
being profane, on more holy grounds. We 
maintain that a war such as this, which 
could have been avoided by friendly 
negotiation, is a crime against the laws of 
God and man. Look at the danger of 
letting loose the passions of war on a new 
country such as South Africa. You have 
three races—British, Dutch, and Native. 
Vhat would be the terrible and awful 
ronsequences if by your thirst for gold 
the savage. races were let loose on the 
white settlers. We protest against this 
war as wnrighteous and unjust. I do not 
say there may not have been some 
justification for a feeling of dissatisfaction 
on the part of particular white men in 
the Transvaal, but it was not sufficient 
to lead to the sacrifice of two thousand of 
your soldiers and the maiming of five or 
six thousand more. I pass by the pres- 
tige of this Empire—that is ne concern 
of mine. [ have no feeling of 
Imperialism. I only wish for the good of 
the country of which I am one of the 
representatives, and from this war no 
good can come to our country. We 
are a small part of the United 
Kingdom, as you call it, we are in a 
minority in this House and are unable to 
affect the course of Imperial events ; but 
if we cannot affect that course and bring 
this war to a speedy and correct con- 
Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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clusion we will at all events have cleaned 
'from our hands. and put from our doors 
ithe allegation that we have been any 
| party to this unholy and unjust war, and 
when the historian of the future deals with 
the matter from a broader point of view 

I sincerely believe and trust he will pay 
‘a tribute of grateful recognition to the 
efforts a few Irishmen have made in this 
House to put before this great Empire and 
the world the fact that we believe the war 
to be unjust and improper and that as 
‘such it ought to be put astop to at the 
earliest possible moment. 


' 
| 
| 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) said he 
wished to move the motion standing in 
his name to reduce the Vote by 
£12,000,000. He thought it his duty to 
call the attention of the Financial Sec 
retary to the War Office to several 
answers the right hon. Gentleman had 
given to questions he put to him in con- 
nection with War Office finance. The 
first of the series related to a man who 
had served in South Africa, had been in 
valided home, and had there been treated 
in the most scandalous fashion 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Mr. J. 


Fr 


FARRELL). House counted, ard forty 


Members being found present, 


Mr. FLAVIN (continuing) said he was 
much in the same dilemma as he was 
before, because there was no_ repre- 
sentative of the War Office present : 
but he would address his remarks 
generally to the House. He pro- 
tested against the Vote of an increase of 
126,000 men to the Army because a 
large proportion of tke men would be 
drawn from Ireland, just as a large pro- 
portion of the 200,000 men at present in 
South Africa were drawn from the Irish 
people. What was very strange about 
the whole of this question was that great 
temptations were offered to. induce men 
to joi the Army, but when they were 
invalided home after service they were 
treated with no consideration. Within 
the last week an Irish Militia reservist 
was invalided home. He fought in two 
of the principal battles. In the first 
engagement a bullet went through his 
helmet, and in the second he was very 
badly wounded in the leg. This man, 
heing of no further use to Her Majesty, 
was sent home, and, if his information 





$45 Army (Supplementary) 


was correct, he was only allowed six- 
pence a day pension. But before going 
to South Africa he was entitled to six- 
pence a day pension, so that he was now, 
though invalided for life, only in the 
same position as before he volunteered to 
go to the front. He held that that was 
absolutely a shame. The man was 
married too, and that made the case ferty 
thousand times worse. The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office said the 
other day that no father, mother, sister 
or brother of a Reservist could get any 
henefit if he were killed or injured, but 
that provision would be made for the 
wife of a married man. He (the hon. 
Member) could not see where the 
difference came in, and why provision 
should not be made for an aged father 
or mother. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The 
must direct his attention 
hefore the House. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Yes, but when they 
were asked to vote 120,000 men and 
when they saw that inducements were 
offered to men to go to the front, that 
some provision was to be made for their 
representatives, he wanted to protest 
against these men being thrown into 
Irish workhouses when they came home 
invalided. He would ask the War 
Oflice did they consider in common jus- 
tice and humanity that a man invalided 
for life, whether he was unmarried or 
not, was sufficiently rewarded with a 
pension of 6d. a day, while in the same 
week a much higher pension was given 
to a policeman who happened to get his 
head broken. 

*Mr. SPEAKER asked the — hon. 
Member to confine his attention to the 
«question before the House. 


hon. Member 
to the question 


Mr. FLAVIN said he did not wish to 
continue the discussion, but only wanted 
to show how the money levied on the 
public was given away in excess in one 
case and niggardly in another. Here was 
a poor Irish soldier who went to the 
front and sacrificed his life, and when he 
returned to this country he was starved 
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‘by the War Office authorities with a 


pension of 6d. a day ! That was a policy 
they would not fall into in Ireland. If 
the Government thought that a bed in a 
workhouse, with workhouse fare, was 
good enough for a man who sacrificed: his 
life in South Africa, then it was the duty 
of the Irish representatives to expose the 
case in the House of Commons. But 
there was a broader question. He main- 
tained that it was absolutely unnecessary 
to call out the 120,000 men asked for in 
this Vote. The British population 
in the ‘Transvaal was said to 
be 120,000, as against 125,000 Boers : 
and in the Orange Free State 6,000 or 
7,000 against 70,000 Boers. In the two 
Republics, roughly speaking, the Boer 
fighting men would only be one-fourth of 
the total population, or about 50,000 
men ; while owing to the few women and 
children, the men of fighting age amongst 
the Uitlanders in the two Republics would 
be one half, or, say, 60,000 men. If that 
was the case, there would be 10,000 more 
British fighting men in the two Republics 
than Boers. But there was a British 
Army there of 200,000, and he thought 
it was most unfair, unjust, and in- 
human to pit 260,000 men against 
50,000 farmers. It was a most unequal 
struggle, and the surprise was to him 
that the Boers had not been wiped out of 
South Africa two months hence. But, 
instead of that, the Boers would be two 
months hence as strong as they were to- 
day, although the British had had a 
nominal victory. It was very <lifficult 
for hon. Members to imagine what war 
meant. It was impossible for them, 
sitting upon their easy seats on the floor 
of the House of Commons, to imagine its 
horrors. The hardships which the rank 
and file had to endure bordered on the 
inhuman. He always had protested and 
should continue to protest against the 
war, and that being so he should vote 
against the Government upon this 
motion. 


(Juestion put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 164 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 22.) 


AYES. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) | 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn | 


Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 


Billson, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Maneh’r.) | ! 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A.H.S.-(Huuts.) | Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 


| Bartley, George C. 
Bethell, Commander 


Blakiston-Houston, John 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


T. | Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
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Bullard, Sir Harry 

Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh. ) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon..J.( Bir. ) 
Chamberlain,.J. Austen (Wor.) 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cubitt. Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiae. Colonel Philip Hugh 
Davies, Sir HoratioD.(Chathm 
Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Jorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wim. Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Crordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnG..J.(StGeorge’s 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. Shrewsbury) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose. Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) | 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Engledew, Charles John 


Resolution agreed to, 
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ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) 
1899-1900. 
Supplementary sum, not | in 


“That a 


Army (Supplementary) 
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Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 

Kimber, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence,SirK.Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Leese,SirJosephF’. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Llewelyn, Sir D.-(Swansea) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Luecas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Malcolm, lan 

Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmthn. ) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, E. J. ©. (Devonport) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Ceeil William 


NOES. 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


| M‘Ghee, Richard 


Mandeville, J. Francis 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Malley, Wiiliam 
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Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, Sir G. A. (Lanes.) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Purvis, Kobert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Richardson,SirThos. (Hartley) 
tidley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthew W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. F. Myles 
Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 
Shaw Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Ed. Murray 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. J. Lloyd 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. 
Wilson, Fredk. W. (Norfolk) 
Woods, Samuel 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvil, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young Commander (Berks, E. ) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Parnell, John Howard 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
fedmond, William (Clare) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tally, Jasper 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


exceeding £13,000,000, be granted to 


ESTIMATES, 


Her Majesty, to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of 


March, 1900, for additional expenditure, 


consequence 


South 


of the war in 
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Africa, in respect of the following Army 
services, Viz :— 
Vote l. Pay, &ec.,of the Army 2,400,000 
Vote 2. Medical — Establish- 
_Mments: Pay, Xe... 
Vote 3. Militia: Pay, Xe. 
Vote 4. Yeomanry Cavalry : 


70,00) 
250,000 


Pay and Allowances ie 
Volunteer Corps : Pay 

and Allowances ‘ Fe 
Vote 6. Transport and Re- 


5,000 
Vote 5. 
15,000 


mounts os oa . 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, 
_and other Supplies ... Se 
Vote 8. Clothing — Establish- 
ments and services... . 
Vote 9. Warlike and other 
Stores ... “ee ass ; 
Vote 10, Works, &e.: Cost 
(including Stat? for Engineer 
Services) 

Vote 13. 
and 


5,000,000 
3,000,000 
500,000 


1,600,000 


Ae a , 150,000 
War Office Salaries 


Miscellaneous Charges 10,000 


Total £13.000,000.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. FLAVIN, in moving the redue- 
tion of the Vote by £12,000,000, said he 
would not admit, having regard to the 
tinancial relations between Great Britain 
and Ireland, that the House was justified 
in giving the Government the odd million, 
but he only proposed to reduce the Vote 
hy £12,000,000. It was because of the 
bravery, kindness, and courtesy of the 
Boers, as shown by the correspondence of 
(reneral Joubert to Sir George White on 
the occasion of the death of the lamented 
soldier, General Symons, that the Irish 
Members protested against the war, and 
under the circumstances it was hard for 
the Irish not to sympathise with them. 
Under the Convention of 1884 they were 
given their freedom, and Great Britain 
through her Ministers admitted that she 
had no right to interfere with the internal 
affairs of the country. The franchise was 
an internal matter, but, even if it was not, 
before the war broke out an offer was 
made to Great Britain to reduce it from 
fourteen to five years, which was the same 
term which this country extended to 
aliens who desired to become citizens. 
But in Ireland the case was different ; 
this country had for years and years 
denied the people the franchise, and they 
could not forget that Ireland once had a 
parliament and freedom like the Trans- 
vaal. That freedom was taken from them, 
und though they were not strong enough 
to regain their independence, they could 
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not but feel for a brave people whose 
only crime was that they were fighting 
in defence of their country and their 
liberty. If the franchise was the griev- 
ance which had brought about the war, 
why was it not made a grievance by Ger- 
many and America, both of whom had 
many subjects in the Transvaal? They 
did not intervene to redress that grievance, 
for the simple reason that they had not 
the same ambition to possess the gold mines 
which underlay the action of Great Britain. 
What would be the position of this 
country when the war was over, even 
supposing the Orange Free State and the 
Transvaal were annexed? How were we 
going to recoup ourselves for the expense ? 
Were the people of those countries to 
be taxed for the war, and the tax col 
lected by keeping an army there twice as 
large as it had been necessary to keep in 
Ireland since she had been robbed of her 
parliament? Ireland had been — sub- 
servient to this country because she 
could see no way out of her difficulty. 
All her brawn and muscle had been 
driven from the land, but every one who 
had been compelled to seek a home 
abroad had multiplied, and for every ten 
they could now count in foreign lands— 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
is not entitled to go into the history of 
Ireland to illustrate the state ef South 
Africa 


Mr. FLAVIN only desired to illus- 
trate the circumstances which compelled 
[Irish Members to vote against the policy of 
the Government in the prosecution of the 
war. Although Ireland had been sub- 
servient to this country the Boers wouid 
not be. Men there had left their all in 
order to defend their country, and in 
many cases the women had gone to the 
front as well as the men, and there was 
no such splendid patriotism as that which 
prompted the women of a country to fight 
for its freedom beside their husbands and 
their sons. It was said that the war was 
entered into in order to obtain freedom, 
justice, and fair play. If that was so, 
there was an appendage to the British 
Empire much more nearly situated to 
Great Britain than was the Transvaal, 
which might well be given civil rights 
and civil hberty 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
hon. Member that there is a Standing 
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Order against irrelevancy and_ tedious | 
repetition. 


Mr. FLAVIN: My point, Sir, is that | 
if this war is undertaken with the view 
of establishing equal justice and civil 
rights, and the platform of the Govern- 
ment is equal rights and civil liberty, that 
policy might be extended to portions of 
the Empire more nearly situated to this 
country 


*Mr. SPEAKER: And that is exactly 
what I pointed out was irrelevant. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I do not desire to 
pursue a controversial subject. I will 
merely point out that there are many 
hardships from which Ireland suffers 
which the Government refuse to redress, 
and therefore hon. Members who repre- 
sent Ireland will protest by their voices 
and their votes against the sam asked for 
by the motion before the House being 
granted to the Government. The great 
danger to the British Empire is that it is 
like a long rope on which a con- 
tinued strain will be kept. A breakdown 
will come at some time or another. As 
soon as those two Republics come under 
British rule, where are you going to get 
compensation? If it be true that the 
inhabitants of the Free State and the 
Transvaal burghers have sold their rights 
in the mines to capitalists in France, 
Germany, and Russia, I ask the Govern- 
ment what position will they find them- 
selves in when the war is over. Up to 
now no foreign Power has had any direct 
interest in those Republics. If Continental 
capital is invested there, is it not common- 
sense to believe that the moment you are 
victorious representations will be made 
by the ambassadors of France, Germany, 
and Russia to protect the interests of 
their capitalists who have invested in 
thosecountries ? Then how will theGovern- 
ment get compensation for the war? I 
have only one opinion of the war—that 
it is unnecessary and unjust, that it is an 
inhuman war against liberty, and that it 


is a war which is carried on not to give | 


equal liberty or civil rights to the inkabi- 
tants of the Transvaal, but to take away 
their independence, for the sake of captur. 
ing the gold there is in the country. 


*Mr. TULLY: I rise to second the 
reduction. On this question of the 
war we have been absolutely straight ; 
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we have been against the war all 
the time, and will remain so. We 
in Ireland know what will be the resuits 
of the policy you are pursuing in the 
Transvaal. The policy you are now 
pursuing in the Transvaal is the policy 
you pursued in Ireland, and the same 
results will be achieved. I am afraid the 


| policy of Her Majesty’s Government will 


be to create another Ireland in South 
Africa. The purport of this Vote is to 
give £13,000,000 to the War Office to 
expend on men, armaments, and muni 
tions of war. I ask hon. Gentlemen, do 
they think the War Office as it is managed 
at present is a Department to which they 
can safely entrust the expenditure of 
these millions of money? Are even hon. 
Members on the opposite side of the 
House satisfied the War Office has done 
everything it should do to prosecute the 
war?! [ join with the hon. Member who 
has just spoken in thinking that the War 
Office is absolutely incompetent, and, 
instead of giving them £13,000,000, 
£1,000,000 is enough. and under the 
circumstances too much. The entire 
action of the War Office in connection 
with the arming of the troops who are 
under the British flag has been absolutely 
wrong from beginning to end. Take the 
case of the different weapons put into 
the hands of the soldiers. It has been 
left for the Imperial Yeomanry to 
find out that the rifles were sighted 
absolutely wrong. Why did not the 
members of the War Office, who spend 


their time mostly in playing golf, polo, or 


cricket, discover this? Some official in 
the War Office must be responsible for 
this ; and I hope the Under Secretary of 
State tor War will tell us who was the 
official who had charge of the department 
in which the rifles were sighted, and who 
allowed the troops to be sent to the front 
with rifles which would not hit a haystack 
accurately at 700 yards. After all, we Irish 
Members and our constituents have to pay 
more than our share of this money, and 
we expect when you put rifles into the 
hands of [rish soldiers and send them out 
to fight your battles you will at least give 
them good tools. I pass from that to the 
question of the artillery. I have been 
reading the despatches of the generals, 
and I find it stated by Sir George White 
and General Yule that in. the battles 
referred to by the correspondents your 
artillery, on which you relied to wipe out 
the Boers, has been outranged and out- 
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classed by that of your enemy. This is a | 
very serious question, and one which 
members of the Opposition have not raised 
properly. You claim to be the greatest 
manufacturing nation of the world, and 
yet when you are tested by these pastoral 
people, these peasants and farmers whom 
you describe as ignorant and lazy, you 
tind that they have superior guns. Not 
only is your military prestige gone, 
but if your prestige as a manufacturing 
people is to rest on this question of good 
artillery, your manufacturing prestige is 
gone also. You have been nearly five 
months at war, and the only thing you 
have been able to do is to relieve a city 
in your own territory. That is paraded 
as a great victory. Reference has been 
mae by the war correspondents to one 
particular gun. They have referred to 
the quick-firmg gun that fires one 
pound shells, the Maxim-Vickers gun. 
This gun has shaken the nerves of your 
troops, and has had a very material 
effect in preventing the British advance. 
Up to the present there has been nothing 
like this description of gun on the British 
side. It has been stated in the papers 
that the patents of that gun were offered 
to the War Office in 1892, and that they 
would not buy them. The result’ was 
that they were bought by President 
Kruger and his friends, who have shown 
more intelligence and far-sightedness 
than the British authorities. We are 
entitled to have a straight answer from 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
why the patents of that gun were re- 
jected in 1892. [T am anxious to know 
Whether it was not a question 
of secret commission or secret royal- 
ties which led to the rejection 
of that gun by the War — Office. 
We also find that you are out-classed in 
the matter of the larger guns, the Creusot 
guus. [ have seen it stated that this. has 
not been so much a struggle between 
Briton and Boer as between British and 
French artillery. The Boers have secured 
the best French artillery, guns which they 
can move about and which have a range 
of 9,000 yards. From my reading of these 
technical matters, the great difticulty in 
connection with long-range guns is the ques- 
tion of the carriage. I believe the French 
workmen at the Creusot works, through 
their ingenuity, have discovered various 
mechanical means by which they can 
mount a gun on a light carriage that will 
éairy an extra range. It has been stated 
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in the Daily Mail that when the war 
broke out the Boer Government had an 
order at the Creusot works for 80 guns. 
The impression seemed to have got abroad 
that you would get hold of Delagoa Bay, 
and that these guns could not be sent to 
the Transvaal. It was stated that when 
the war broke out there were 80 of these 
guns for sale at the Creusot works, and 
that some private gentleman offered to 
buy them, but that the officials of the 
War Oftice—whether influenced by seeret 
royalties or not, I do not know—negatived 
this, and did not allow it to take place. 
The Financial Secretary said there was no 
foundation for the statement of the Daily 
Mail, and 1 suppose I may take that as 
an absolute denial. { find further that it 
is stated in the papers that your Govern 
ment has been getting Italians to buy 
Creusot guns for you, and that these 
guns will be used in the war. I think 
it would be a breach of the laws of 
neutrality to utilise another Government 
to purchase Creusot guns, and then use 
them against the Transvaal. It is very 
important that we should get some infor- 
mation on that point. Now I come to 
the question of the cordite powder which 
you are using in your rifles. Cordite is 
a recent invention. I believe smokeless 
powder first came out on the Continent, 
and that it was not until two years after 
it came into use in the Continental armies 
that the British War Office discovered 
there was such a thing. When the 
British War Office thought they would 
go in for smokeless powder, I believe they 
issued advertisements to and_ invited 
tenders from inventors. In reply to that 
advertisement seventeen or eighteen in- 
ventors sent in specifications for a smoke 
less powder. ‘There was a committee of 
three experts appointed to examine these 
different specifications. These experts 
were Sir Frederick Abel, Professor 
Dewar, and Professor Dupré. — This 
committee examined the specifications 
and tenders sent in by the in- 
ventors, and decided that none of them 
came up to their requirements. What 
happened? Six months afterwards we 
find Sir Frederick Abel, who was the head 
of this committee to examine the tenders 
sent in by foreign and home inventors, 
takes out a patent for a powder of his own. 
He was paid by the Government to ex- 
amine these things. The present Financial 
Secretary of the Treasury, who deals 
without gloves with officials who are 
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guilty of shady transactions, raised this 
question of cordite in the House, and 
said that cordite was a bad powder, and 
that Sir Frederick Abel was to get a 
royalty of 10d. per thousand cartridges and 
£10 per ton of guncotton. The Financial 
Secretary of the Treasury further said that 
Sir Frederick Abel picked the brains of 
these foreign and home inventors for the 
purpose of taking out the patent for this 
powder. If cordite was the useful powder 
it was claimed to be, at least it should 
have been kept a secret by the Govern- 
ment. But what did these experts do? 
They took out patents for this cordite in 
foreign countries. The Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury said that it was 
monstrous that men occupying an ofticial 
position should betray this invention to 
foreign countries. The hon. and gallant 
Member for one of the divisions of Essex 
also declared that this was a scandalous 
transaction in which Sir Frederick 
Abel was employed. | may mention 
incidentally that sitting on a Com- 
mittee upstairs in which we inquired into 
the question of petroleum, we found Sir 
Frederick Abel’s action with regard to the 
flash point of petroleum as shady and in- 
defensible as his action in connection with 
cordite. Ido not find the transactions 
with regard to the foreign patents have 
been very profitable. It was stated by 
foreign inventors at the time, and also by 
some inventors in this country, that cor- 
dite was inferior to the powders in use on 
the Continent, and that the first great 
war in which you came into conflict with 
people armed with modern weapons you 
would find your weapons inferior in car- 
rving power. It has been stated that 
vour rifles were not carrying within 800 
yards as far as the Mauser rifles of the 
Boers, and that your artillery of equal 
weight will not carry the same distance 
One of the explanations of that is that 
you have this inferior powder, cordite. It 
is owing to these secret commissions and 
royalties that an inferior powder has been 
passed off on the people of this country. | 
say that is a shameful and scandalous 
transaction. We heard hon. Members to- 
night talking about Tammany, but I think 
vou may search the annals of ‘Tammany 
in vain for any such gigantic scandal or 
fraud as that which has been perpetrated 
on the taxpayers in the case of this 
powder, cordite. To show how far they 
are carrying these transactions I find 
that one of them, Professor Anderson, 
Mr, Tully. 
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who claimed to have an invention for 
machinery in connection with cordite, was 
a member of the firm of Easton and Ander- 
son, and when called on by the Govern- 
ment to resign iis shares or give up his 
position, he resigned his shares. But how ? 
By giving them over to his wife or son. 
That is stated on the authority of the 
Financial Secretary of the Treasury. 
You laughed and spoke a great deal 
about the French generals and officials 
who betrayed the secrets of the French 
War Office, but, viewed in the light of 
the history of this war, and putting the 
transactions of your own War Office side 
by side with those of the French War 
Office, you have not very much to he 
proud of. We object to this Vote of 
£13,000,000 not only as lrishmen, but 
also on its merits, and we ought not to 
be asked to place the money in the hands 
of officials who have acted as have the 
officials in the War Office. There is also 
another powder for which you claimed 
extraordinary properties, namely, lyddite. 
It was expected that one lyddite shell 
would kill an acre of Boers. In fact, it 
was made a ground of rejoicing that 
General Joubert was said to have written 
to Sir George White, protesting against 
the use of this horrible explosive, and 
there were also. said to be com 
plaints with regard to its use at the 
first battle of that wonderful general 
and military genius, Lord Methuen. But 
as far as I have read about the war, 
various Boer generals, after seeing the 
explosion of these shells, have come to 
the unanimous conclusion that lyddite is 
no good. It reminds me of a story I 
have heard in Ireland of «a man who had 
one son, “ who,” he said, “ is the grandest 
son on earth; he has only one fault -he 
is no good.” And so this lyddite ; it is 
the grandest powder in the world, but it 
is no good. It was stated the other day 
that when on their first trip down the 
river, in their attempt to relieve Lady 
smith, General Buller’s | army made 
one of the mountains — absolutely 
black by the use of this lyddite. 
But a friend of mine who knows about 
such things told me that when lyddite 
explodes as it should do it gives off little 
or no smoke ; it is only when it is rotten 
it smokes so. If that is so we can under- 
stand the opinion of the Boer generals. 
You expect to get recruits in Ireland when 
the people know that they will get bad 
guns, bad artillery and rotten powder. 
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You might as well ask men with black- | 


thorns to face Mauser rifles as to ask 
soldiers with inferior weapons to fight 
against the first-class equipment of the 


Estimates. 458. 
occasion. Nothing fills me with greater 
gratification than that _ recollection, 
because everything that has occurred 


during the last five months has justified 


Boer Republics. As we have to pay more | 


than our share of the expense of your 
mistakes in these matters, we havea right 
to protest against and to expose these 
blunders. TI hope that some Gentlemen 
sitting on this side of the House will have 
the courage to say a word against these dis- 
graceful transactions. The other day, in 
reply to a question by the right hon. 
Member for Bodmin, the Leader of the 
House plainly hinted that you were going 
toarm the Zulus so that they could be 
used in this war. [“ No.”] It does not 
require much intelligence to know the 
meaning of that statement. The one 
thing that can most excite the Dutch, 
especially in your own colonies, is the 
arming of the natives. To use their own 
words, it would be lettirg hell loose. I 
suppose to-night we are vct-ng the money 
that will pay for some of those arms 
which are to be given to the natives who 
are then to be let on Christians, 
to carry the spirit of outrage of the 
worst and vilest kinds into — the 
homes and families of these poor 
farmers who are defending their liberty. 
For five months the daily bulletin with 
regard to your soldiers has been “ beaten, 
beaten, beaten.” Now, as a final resource, 
you are going to call on these Zulus, arm 
them, and let them loose to uphold the 
honour of the Union Jack. On all these 
grounds [ object to this Vote for the 
prosecution of this iniquitous and immoral 
war. 


loose 


Amendment proposed 


out *£13,000,000, and insert 
(Wr. Flavin) —instead thereof.” 


“To leave 
*£1,000,000,° 


(Juestion proposed, “That ‘£13,000,000’ 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


*Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I 


have 


already spoken frequently on this ques- 
tion, and no doubt hon, Members might 
consider that I have protested enough. 
When the first Vote for £10,000,000 came | 
hefore Parliament last session I spoke and 
protested against it on every possible 


i 


the course I then adopted, and _ has 
encouraged me to make at every stage 
during the present session an equally 
energetic protest against the prosecution 
of this war. I have no doubt that, to say 
the least of it, it must be an irritating 
experience for British Members of Parlia- 
ment to be called upon to listen night 
after night to speeches of the character 
made by Irish Members. We are 
subjected sometimes to a great deal of 
adverse criticism both inside and outside 
this House, but hon. Members must 
recollect that if they are obliged to listen 
to these continual protests it is after all 
but the result of the system under which 
thisso-called United Kingdom is governed, 
and that if one portion of the Kingdom 
is governed against its will hon. Members 
must not be surprised, and really ought 
not to protest, if the representatives of 
that portion speak as their constituents 
desire, even though the sentiments ex- 
pressed be not in accordance with English 
views. It is not a pleasant thing for 
anybody—not even an [rish Member of 
Parliament—to speak in an assembly of 
this kind, or, indeed, in any assembly, 
against the general sense and opinion of 
those whom he is addressing. If we do 
so it is only because we are fulfilling our 
duty to our constituents. It is often said 
that we oppose these Votes because of a 
persistent enmity towards England, which 
nothing can allay or destroy. Last 
session I heard an English Member of 
Parliament say, “Oh, we do not believe 
you are so sincerely upon the side of the 
Boers in this matter, because we have 
heard you make similar speeches in 
sympathy with other people with whom 
England has been at war. In every case 
you are against England. It is not a 
genuine sympathy with the Boers that 
compels you to take the course you 
have adopted, but rather an unaccount- 
able, almost insane, idea of always 
opposing England.” That is not 
the case. | represent one of the 
most national constituencies in Ireland, 
the people in which have always distin- 
guished themselves by their devotion to 
the national cause—- the constituency 
which vindicated the right of national 
opinion by returning to this House many 
years ago Daniel O’Connell, and which, 
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when their representative was not allowed 
to take his seat because he refused to 
take the oath of allegiance, which cast a 
slur on the Catholic religion to which he 
belonged, returned him again. I say 
that the Nationalists of County Clare, 
whom I represent, in their present feeling 
against the war and in the sentiments 
they desire me to express, are not 
animated by any bigoted hostility against 
England, but simply by the merits of this 
case. They believe that no just grounds 
exist for this war, that it might have 
heen avoided by ordinarily — good 
diplomacy, and that if the Government 
had acted in a conciliatory way all this 
‘loodshed and lossof treasure would have 
been saved. If England were at war in 
some just cause, such as the liberation of 
some struggling people from intolerable 
oppression, we, although our relations 
with England are strained because of the 
system under which we are governed, 
would give this country our cordial 
support. If at the time of the horrible 
itrocities in Armenia this country had 
embarked upon a war and had used the 
sword in the cause of those persecuted 
Christians against the Turks, the Irish 
people would have been in sympathy 
with vou. Even though nothing was 
done for the Armenians, when Great 
Britain did take action to protect 
the inhabitants of Crete, the Trish 
people endorsed the Cretan policy 
because they believed you were in 
the right. It is in the nature of 
Irishmen to be always against England, 
but let England do justice and fight 
for freedom in any part of the world 
and Irishmen will be ready to back 
her. We object to this Vote not 
merely because the war is waged by 
Kngland—though, goodness knows, we in 
lreland have no reason to wish for the 
success of your arms or to desire glory to 
attend the progress of your Imperialistic 
designs—-but because, having studied 
the history of South Africa, we have 
come to the conclusion that these small 
Dutch Republics have been treated with 
invariable injustice, not only lately, but 
from the very day when England first 
landed in the Cape of Good Hope nearly 
a century ago. That our sympathy with 
the Dutch in this matter is no new-formed 
growth is shown by the fact that nearly 
twenty-five years ago one of the strongest 
protests ever made by an ILrish Member 
in this House was made by the late 
Mr. William Redinond. 
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Charles Stewart Parnell at the time of 
the annexation of the Transvaal. He it 
yas who placed on the Paper a resolution 
attirming the inalienable right of the 
Dutch to rule according to their own 
ideas the land they had carved out for 
themselves, and it is only in pursuance 
of the policy then laid down of vindicat- 
ing liberty in South Africa that Irish 
Nationalists Members stand up to-night 
to protest against this unequal and in- 
glorious struggle which is so disastrously 
proceeding. I endeavoured to point out 
last session that a lamentable ignorance 
prevailed in this country with regard to 
the true state of affairs in South 
Africa. I have never set up to he 
a prophet, but on reading over some 
of the speeches I made last session as 
reported in //ansird, 1 really feel as if | 
had at that time had some sort of pro- 
phetic spirit. English Members seemed 
to think the war would be merely a 
matter of a month or so; that an army 
corps would be sent out, and after a little 
trouble all would be over. It was said 
that the population of the Transvaal was 
not as large as that of some ef our large 
provincial towns, and there would he noe 
difficulty in overcoming such a people. 
That was the spirit that animated the 
House of Commons, and how much more 
was it the spirit of the “man in the 
street,” who had not the same opportunity 
of judging as to facts as Members of the 
House of Commons? But what did | 
tell the House? I said that in entering 
upon this war you had not merely to 
deal with the population of the Transvaal 
and the Orange Free State, but that the 
first British gun that was fired would call 
into being the hostility, either latent or 
active, of every man of Dutch blood in 
the Cape of Good Hope from the Zambesi 
to Cape Town. I[ was laughed at then, 
but was I not absolutely correct ? [* No!”] 
Oh, very well. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
say that that has not turned out to be 
irue. Take wp any newspaper you like 
to-day, and what will you find? You 
will find that in large districts the Dutch 
are either in open rebellion or in sullen 
disaffection against vour rule, and that 
amongst them are smouldering the fires 
of discontent, which is only a natural 
state of things when their own kith 
and kin are subjected to the onslaughts 
you are making against them. If 
[ had thought that such a proposition 
would have been denied, I could have 
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brought down countless extracts from 
authorities to prove the truth of my 
statement. I will give one instance from 
the papers of this very day. When the 
news of the: relief of Kimberley was re- 
ceived we are told that the people of 
Cape Town went mad with joy, that the 
British people of various places exhibited 
every sign of rejoicing. But while the 
British inhabitants decked their houses 
with flags and gave the High Com- 
missioner an ovation to show their loyalty 
and delight, you have this remarkable 
fact—that no single sign of rejoicing 
came from any official source on the part 
of the Government of Cape Colony; there 
were no flags over any public govern- 
mental buildings in Cape Town to denote 
rejoicing ; nor were there any of those 
marks of exultation and victory such as 
would be seen in this country. Why ? 
Because the Government is a Dutch 
Government ; because the Prime Minister 
is a Dutchman ; because the majority of 
the Parliament are Dutch, representing 
a majority of the people who are Dutch. 
If you have a difficulty in carrying this 
war to a successful issue it will not be 
hecause of the small populations of the 
Boer Republics, but because, in striking 
the mateh of war in South Africa, you 
have not only attacked the homes of the 
people of the Transvaal and the Orange 
Free State, but you have aroused natural 
resentment and indignation in the hearts 
of the people of Dutch blood throughout 
the whole length and breadth of South 
Africa. What is to happen when this 
money is spent and von enter victoriously 
intoPretoria? Ashasbeenalready said, you 
will create in South Africa another Irish 
uation, but one much more ditticult to 
deal with than the one on the other side 
of St. George’s Channel. Our country is 
asmall country close to your doors, but 
yet you have had ditticulty enough in 
tuling it century after century. In South 
Africa, be it not forgotten, outside the 
whan populations the people are almost 
exclusively Dutch. The British people 
have centred almost entirely round the 
towns where the mines were in operation 
wid have occupied themselves with indus- 
trial pursuits. Leave Johannesburg, Pre- 
toria, Durban, and the large towns of 
South Africa, and go into the parts of 
the country which really provide the 
backbone of the whole district, and what 
will you find? I challenge contradiction 


when I say that nine-tenths of the rural , 
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population are people of Dutch blood, 
speaking the Dutch language. When 
you have taken the centres of population 
what are you going to do. This sum of 
£13,000,000 is but a flea-bite in com- 
parison with the enormous amounts this 
country will have to vote year after year, 
not to prosecute the war, not to carry 
your flag to Pretoria, but to keep it there. 
These countries are mountainous countries : 
the people are largely mountaineers ; they 
are naturally a guerilla force ; and you 
will have to garrison those countries from 
end to end to keep rebellion from flaming 
out time after time. Some hon. Mem- 
bers seem to think that once Pretoria is 
taken everything is settled and there will 
be no further trouble. Once you have 
taken Pretoria your troubles will begin. 
Even though you kill every able-bodied 
inhabitant and leave no adult man alive in 
the Republies, [ say that the boys and 
the children who are growing up will be 
taught by their mothers and will learn 
from the traditions and history of their 
country that their fathers were slaugh- 
tered and their land overrun by the 
British, and it is not the enmity of this 
generation, but of generation after genera- 
tion of the Dutch that you will have to 
face. But the saddest and most miserable 
reflection about the whole of the transac- 
tion is the thought of how easily the con- 
flict might have been avoided. [am not 
going into any discussion of the negotia- 
tions which immediately preceded the 
war, but I say that those negotiations 
were brought to a point when by a little 
conciliation and consideration the Govern- 
ment of the Transvaal could have been 
induced to give to this country everything 
that was desired. When I make that 
statement I do not base it on the opinion 
of any mere Irish Member, but upon the 
opinion of such men as the late Member 
for Plymouth and the Member for Bod- 
min. Hon. Gentlemen opposite sneer and 
jeer at those names, but there is not one 
of those whom I noticed jeering who can 
ever hope to point to such a public record 
in the service of their country as can the 
two Gentlemen to whom I have referred. 
Both of them are statesmen, supporters of 
the Unionist Government, and opponents 
of the claims of Ireland ; but I ground my 
assertion that these negotiations could 
have been brought to a successful issue on 
the statements of those two eminent and 
respected English statesmen, whose action 
will be commended by the British people 
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long after the authors of this war 
have been condemned. Of course, this 
money will be voted, and the war will go 
on. The only consolation we have is the 
conviction, amounting to almost absolute 
certainty, that when all this ginger-bread 
enthusiasm for military affairs, this 
beating of drums, these attempts to get 
recruits, and these military pageants have 
come to an end, when John Bull, having 
‘calmed down from his fit of militarism, 
comes to look at the bill, a serious verdict 
will be passed upon the gentlemen who 
have provided the entertainment. — If 
there was one part of the British Empire 
where care and caution ought to have been 
exercised it was South Africa. It is the 
most vulnerable part of your Empire. In 
every other portion of your Empire you 
have nothing to fear, because you have 
given them Home Rule. But deny one 
of those colonies what vou deny Ireland, 
and see how many men they would then 
send to South Africa. But unhappily for 
you, when the moment of crisis came, 
when a strong hand was wanted, when a 
level head was required, you found at the 
head of your affairs not a statesman in 
whom the British people could have 
reliance, but a gentleman who has been 
everything in turn and nothing long, and 
whose very personality Was obnoxious to 
the Dutch population in South Africa. 
The Dutch have a rigid belief—whether 
‘well-founded or not I do not know—that 
‘but for the Colonial Secretary’s conni- 
vance there would have been no Jameson 
raid, and if there had been no Jameson 
raid there would have been no war. It 
is the opinion of Unionists opposite 
and throughout the country, that if 
Lord Salisbury or the Duke of Devonshire, 
or indeed any other prominent Unionist 
statesman, had been conducting the nego- 
tiations with President Kruger there 
would have been no war. [*‘ No, no!”] 
3ut the negotiations failed because they 
were conducted by a man who could not 
‘keep his temper. [“ No, no!”] I have 
been seventeen years in the House of 
Commons, and | have always noticed 
that when anything particularly true is 
said it is objected to. That probably 
accounts for the fact that my statements 
are very often objected to. I say that it 
is the popular belief throughout the 
country that if the negotiations had been 
conducted by any other man they would 
have been successful. It is an elementary 
principle that must be admitted, that if 
Mer. William Redmond, 
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you are going to negotiate your repre- 
sentative should be a man whose past has 
been completely free from any suspicion. 
or of any conduct likely to arouse sus- 
picion in the minds of those with whom 
you are to negotiate. The one man in 
the whole British Empire of whom Presi- 
dent Kruger and the Transvaal had most 
suspicion was the Colonial Secretary. 
The wisest suggestion that has been made 
in these debates was that of Sir Edward 
Clarke, that even though this war be 
carried on there would be a better chance 
of a permanent peace after its conclusion 
if the Colonial Secretary was removed 
from his position and another Minister 
put in his place.* However, what is done 
cannot be undone. This disastrous war 
will continue. Your big battalions will 
no doubt bear these men down. In the 
course of time you will sweep the country 
from end to end. You will do prae- 
tically as you please’ with these 
two small nations. It would be 
strange if it were otherwise, seeing 
that you have out there an armed 
soldier for every Dutchman, Dutch- 
woman, and Dutch child in the two 
States. If I was an English Member I 
would protest against the war as being 
dangerous to the Empire, and as calcu- 
lated to bring unnecessary expense upor 
the taxpayers of the country. But I do 
not look at it from the English point of 
view. The jingo feeling is so strong that, 
with two or three exceptions, even the 
strongest Radicals are stricken dumb. 
Those who ought to speak in favour of 
peace, retrenchment, and reform are 
silent, and the spirit of Mr. Gladstone 
has departed from them. It is a deplor- 
able thing that no Member on the front 
Opposition bench should be found suffi- 
ciently wedded to Liberal ideas to stand 
up and manfully protest against this war. 
Even if English Unionist Members are de 
termined to give this money they ought to 
take the advice of my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for South Leitrim, and see that those 
who will expend the money are properly 
qualified to do so. We are going to give 
£13,000,000 into the hands of the present 
War Office officials. There is not a 
country in Europe that would not have 
turned out every official at the War 
Office after the bungling of the last few 
months. Everything has been lungled ; 
nothing has been right. These officials 


* See The Parliamentary Debates {Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxviii. p. 494. 
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have proved themselves to be absolutely 
incapable. That is not merely the opinion 
of an Irish Member. It is the view of 
every newspaper in London and the 
country, particularly of the great Unionist 
organs, such as The Times and the Standard. 
In leading article after leading article 
they have declared the War Oftice to be 
incompetent, and denounced the plans and 
deficiencies of that Department. ‘That 
being the case, it is a scandal and a shame 
that the spending of this enormous sum 
should be entrusted to such a Department. 
| object to this Vote because it is unfair 
to Ireland, because it is unfair to the 
toiling masses of the people of this 
country, because it is un-Christian, because 
itis an outrage upon Christianity, that 
when Members leave this House to-night, 
when the light is extinguished, and the 
ery, “Who goes home?” is heard, you 
will, after passing hunareds of miserable 
half-starved beings, sleep the sleep of the 
just, reflecting that while millions of your 
own countrymen are in distress, and you 
will not vote a penny for their relief, you 
lightly and freely in an hour or two vote 
£15,000,000 of the taxes of the people of 
thecountry, notto build up prosperity or to 
relieve distress, but to carry on an unholy, 
hiooly, and eruel war, which is causing 
misery broadeast throughout the length 
and breadth of South Africa, That is a 
worthy action with which to wind-up the 
nineteenth century. We, at least, who 
represent Lreland, a small and weak 
nation, are proud in the face of the world 
to be able to say that when this infamy 
was sought to be perpetrated we had the 
cowage and hardihood to stand up for 
what we believed to be the right, even 
though we were in a minority. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): There are 
one or two questions [ wish to ask the 
ne Secretary for War if he is going 

) speak in this debate to-night. ‘First 
i all, we ought to have some de- 
tails of the liablity of this country with 
regard to the colonial and Volunteer 
I understand that a portion of 
the expenses of the very large body of 
colonial forces now serving in South 
Africa is found under this Vote. If that 
be so, | would ask, what is the scale of 
pay allowed to these colonial forces, and 
how cloes it compare with that of soldiers 
sent out from this country? I read the 
other day that the terms offered to 
troopers in a force known as Bailey’s 


forces. 
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Horse were 12s.a day. Of course it must 
he taken into account that each trooper 
had to provide his own horse, but even 
then 12s. a day is an enormous sum to 
offer these men who are called out pri- 
marily—-and this is the only purpose | 
saw mentioned—for the defence of their 
own homes. When we hear so much 
talk and brag about the extraordinary 
patriotism displayed by what are called 
the loyalists of South Africa, I should 
like to know what is their daily pay, and 
also what is the pay of the poor unfortu- 
nate burghers who are defending their 
homes in the Transvaal. I venture to say 
that the latter get no pay whatsoever, 
and it seems to me to be an extraordinary 
thing that it should require 12s. a day to 
induce these loyal colonists to enlist. We 
are entitled to get much more detailed 
information as to the proportion of these 
charges to be borne by the taxpayers of 
this country and the proportion to be 
horne by the colonies. The next point 
upon which I desire information is as to 
the character of the troops which are being 
raised under this great scheme. We are 
asked to grant the War Office £13,000,000 
to carry out this great military 
scheme. [ do not propose, in dealing 
with the character of the troops, to use 
iny own language. Very sinister rumours 
have been spread in Ireland—TI do’ not 
know with what foundation, but I have 
heard them alleged facts—as to the 
character of some of the men who are 
being enrolled by the War Office. | 
read in one of the chief organs of the war 
party in London, a Unionist newspaper, 
these words, speaking of the scheme for 
which we are called upon to vote 
£13,000,000— 


as 


“These schemes, after all, are nothing more 
than a makeshift, and do not take us one step 
nearer to What we want in this country, a 
system that wiil give us what we have never 
yet had—a regular and constant supply of 
recruits. The War Minister does not seem to 
realise that ever since the introduction of a 
standing Army we have had to resort to all 
sorts ot expedients with a view to raising 
troops. We have had to offer high bounties, 
resort to impressinent, attract men from the 
Militia, and. as a_ last resource, to drain the 
hulks and empty the prisons. .... 


That is not my language, but that of the 


(lobe newspaper. It is said in Ireland 
that convicts and prisoners in gaols have 
heen approached and _ offered pardons if 
they will volunteer for South Africa. — If 
true, there is no language too 
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strong to condemn such conduct. I now | it has been placed upon record beyond all 


come to another point. I read with feel- 
ings of intense indignation and regret a 
reply given by the First Lord of the 
Treasury on Thursday last to a question 
with reference to the arming of the 
natives. During the autumn session that 
question was debated, and the First Lord 
of the Treasury, in reply to a question of 
mine, gave an honourable undertaking 
that in this war no coloured troops would 
be used. In stronger language still, the 
Under Secretary for War took up the 
position that to use coloured troops would 
be a monstrous and indefensible action. 
The right hon. Gentleman took the 
position that it would be bad policy not 
only for the future of South Africa and 
the feelings of the people with whom the 
British must live as neighbours after this 
waris over, but that it would be bad 
policy as regards feeling in Europe and 
America, because it would outrage the 
conscience of the whole civilised world. 
The day is gone by when any nation, in 
my judgment, can with impunity use 
native or coloured troops against white 
men, and if you depart from that  princi- 
ple you will make one of the most ghastly 
departures ever recorded in the whole 
course of your history. What, however, 
was the position taken up by the First 
Lord of the Treasury the other day ! 
He distinctly threatened that this rule 
would be departed from, and he intimated 
that rumours had reached this country that 
the Boers had endeavoured either to 
attack the natives or to incite them 
against the English in this war. I protest 
against this statement; I protest 
against the crediting of these rumours. 
One of the most painful characteristics 
of the whole of these transactions has 
been that from the first day of this war 
there has been directed against the Boer 
people the greatest deluge of calumnies 
and lies ever directed against any 
people. Every form of outrage and eruelty 
and barbarity has been charged against 
them, and it is to the everlasting shame 
of the press of this country that some 
influential newspapers lent themselves to 
the dissemination of these charges. I 
have seen it stated over and over again 
that your troops had to face showers of 
Dum Dum and explosive bullets, and that 
English women and children have been 
fired upon, and dozens of other brutal 
charges have been made, all of which, 
however, have been disproved, and now 


Mr. Dillon. 


question that no war has ever been con- 
ducted on principles of greater humanity 
and kindness than this war has been eon- 
ducted by the Boers. I have a collection 
of testimony from British officers as to 
the personal and other kindnesses which 
they have received at the hands of the 
Boers. With reference to explosive 
bullets, it will be seen in the deeply 
interesting accounts by Mr. Treves and 
Sir William MacCormac published in 
the British Medical Journal, that it is a 
constant subject of remark by these great 
English surgeons that the wounds are so 
amazingly small that the whole science 
of military surgery will be revolutionised 
by this war. That is testimony in reply 
to a few of these outrageous charges, 
What proof have you that the Boers are 
using armed natives’ I have not seen 
the charge stated except by one corres- 
pondent, who declared that in a 
recent engagement on one of the last 
hills from which the British were driven 
on the other side of the Tugela some of 
the officers said there were armed natives 
with the Boers. That is the only definite 
statement that has been made, and ean 
anyone deny that the British have used 
armed natives! It has been stated over 
and over again and not attempted to be 
denied that Colonel Baden-Powell in the 
early days of the siege of Mafeking —I am 
quoting now from English newspapers, not 
from the remonstranee whieh General 
Joubert addressed to the various Govern- 
ments of Europe—organised a corps ot 
Cape boys and natives which did splendid 
service in one or two of the sorties from 
Mafeking. It is also not denied that 
Chief Linechwe, encouraged by — the 
English and no doubt furnished with 
arms by Colonel Plumer and_ other 
military officers in Rhodesia, attacked the 
Boers. But as regards the future of 
South Africa, and the future position of 
this country in European and American 
opinion, the grave question of the use of 
natives, of the toleration of native inter- 
ference in this war, stands at present in 
this position, that so far as | have been 
able to observe, from very close and 
constant study of the letters from British 
correspondents, only one allegation has 
been made by one correspondent that 
there were armed natives with the Boers, 
and that was in the rush of battle, 
whereas on the other hand _ specific 
allegations have been made, not only 
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by General Joubert but by British 
correspondents, that armed natives were 
used in the defence of Mafeking and that 
Chief Linchwe was encouraged to attack 
and did attack the Boers. I think, there- 


fore, I am entitled to take this opportn- | 


nity of protesting in the strongest possible 
manner against the use of any of this 
money for the purpose of arming the 
natives. 
of the Under Secretary a renewal of the 
pledge given by the First Lord of the 
Treasury, because after the right hon. 
Gentleman’s answer the other day [ have 
lost faith in his pledge, and I fear that 
the Bechuanas and the Zulus, with the 
invasion of their territory as an excuse, 
may be encouraged to take part in the 
war. It is no justification for encourag- 
ing the natives to attack the Boers that 
their territory is invaded, as long as they 
themselves are not attacked. The English 
are quite competent to meet the Boers in 
Zululand as well as in Natal. The logic 
of the case is perfectly clear. If the 
advance of the Boer forces into Zululand 
would justify the incitement of the natives 
to attack them, the advance of the Boer 
forces into Natal would be an equal justi- 
fication, because the population of Natal 
is mainly composed of coloured people, 
consisting of one Englishman to about 
seven natives. Therefore, when the Boers 
advanced into Natal they advanced into a 
country mainly populated by natives. Was 
that held to be an excuse for inciting the 


natives to rise in defence of their own | 


kraals ? Therefore, there is no real excuse 
for inciting the natives to rise in Zulu- 
land and not in Natal, because for prac- 
tical purposes the two countries are pre- 
cisely similar, being both British territory 
and both populated mainly by natives. 
There is one point I desire to mention, 
and that is a question which has heen 
raised in my mind by two remarkable 
incidents. The suffering produced by 
this war has been terrible both in this 
country and in Ireland, and in the Trans- 
vaal, of course, the suffering has been 
infinitely greater. I was very much 
struck by receiving yesterday a most 
remarkable document from the Asso- 
ciated Poor Law Boards of Great Britain 

I saw no such appeal from Ireland— 
asking me to use my influence in this 
House to get some aid from the Imperial | 
Treasury for the widows and orphans of 
the men killed in the war, who are now 
distressed and seeking out-door relief. I | 
want to know from the Under Secretary ! 
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_ attacked in front. 
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| before we vote this money what is to be 
| done for the widows and orphans of these 
men? Many of the men who have been 
killed are my own countrymen, and we 
all remember recently the scene which 
occurred when an hon. and gallant Gen- 
tleman opposite made an outrageous charge 
against the Irish people.* Undoubtedly the 
Irish have suffered a great deal more in 
these fights than the English. When 
the last returns were made up, as far as 


/my memory serves me, the proportion 


was nearly twice as many Irishmen 
killed and wounded in proportion in their 
number in South Africa as Englishmen. 
That is a remarkable incident, and of 
course it increases the amount of suffering 
in Ireland, and it made us rather irritable 
when we were informed by the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman that the Irish never 
That is one incident 
which induces me to ask the representa- 
tive of the Government what the Goveri- 
ment mean to do to supplement the 
charitable funds being raised for the 
widows and orphans of the men who have 
been killed, and also for the men who have 
been maimed for life in this war. The 
second incident is very remarkable and 
striking, and is indeed nothing short of 
a public scandal. It was published in 
the Irish papers the day before yester- 
day. A young Reserve man employed in 
the town of Tralee was sent out to the 
war, and arrived home recently maimed 
for lite; he has a wife and two children 
and has to depend for the remainder of 
his life on 6d. per day, the same pension 


' which he had before he went to the war, 


with the difference that he is now 
crippled. It so happened that in the 
same week an Irish policeman who had 
retired on a pension of £60 a year, 
in consequence of some slight injury he 
got, suddenly bethought himselt he 


' would apply to the county court judge 


for compensation for a malicious injury, 
and this worthy policeman got £670 
compensation, having already a pension 
from the Imperial Government of £60 a 
year, whereas the poor man from South 


_ Africa after fighting the battles of your 
Empire is put off with 6d. a day for the 


remainder of his life. i want to know if 
that is justice, and how you are going to 
defend it ? What is there se sacred in an 
Irish policeman that he should get a pen- 
sion of £60 a year, and £670 in cash for 
an injury which, as far as I can gather 

* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxviii., p. 534. 
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from the newspapers, was much less than 
that suffered by the poor soldier in the 
war! I say it is monstrous, and if you 
induce these men to fight your battles in 
South Africa you ought at least to have 
the decency when they come home 
maimed for life to keep them out of the 
workhouse. I think it is not to he won- 
dlered at that you have difficulty in 
getting recruits when the treatment you 
give to these unfortunate men is placed 
side by side with the treatment given to 
a policeman. There is one other matter 
on which I think too much cannot he 
said in view of the feeling in Ireland as 
to the pressure which has been put on 
some of the Irish Militia regiments to 
volunteer. I do not pretend, I cannot 
pretend to know the whole truth of what 
has happened in this matter, but we know 
that the impression in Ireland is that 
these men have been entrapped. It is 
perfectly well known that in the case of 
the North Cork Militia the men 
were absolutely ignorant of what 
they were doing, and had _ not 


the slightest intention of going to South 
Africa, when they were packed into a 
train and carried off. I hold a very 
strong view on this matter. 


I think no 
man, as long as you profess to have a 
voluntary system, ought to be sent out of 
the country to war until he has consented, 
and I want to know from the Under 
Secretary what is the machinery by which 
a regiment is called upon to volunteer, 
and what security have the public that 
each man is allowed to express his own 
view. I say distinctly weare entitled to 
raise this subject again and again until 
we have some security that every 
individual Militiaman shall have a choice 
as to whether he shall go to the war or 
not. I think that is a fair and reasonable 
demand, and one to which no. soldier 
ought to object. It is all the ore neces- 
sary to insist on this matter, because I 
saw in one of the’ newspapers an article 
headed “Treason in the Ranks,” which 
called on the Government to instantly 
take the most stringent measures against 
a corporal in the North Louth Militia, 
because he had advised some of his com- 
rades not to volunteer for the war. We 
were told the other day in this House 


that instructions were given to the officers | 
that no compulsion was to be put on the | 
STATE vor WAR (Mr. 
| Dover): The hon. Member who has just 


men, but if we are now told that it is 
treason fora man to advise another not to 
enlist for foreign service, I should like to 


Mr. Dillon. 
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know what the value of these instructions 
are. I think feeling in Ireland will 
demand some specific statement which will 
convince the people that these men have 
heen fairly dealt with, and are going out 
of their own free will. In this war, as in 
previous wars, you have found great difti- 
culty in getting recruits. We have had 
speeches in this House, and also a remark- 
able speech in another place, which 
seemed to point directly at conscription, 
and really, judging from the advance of the 
military spirit in this House during the 
last five or six years, I think we are 
within measurable distance of it. You 
have found that it is almost impossible, 
by the voluntary system, to fill the ranks 
of your Army with men of proper phy- 
sique. I was reading yesterday in the 
Lancet x most interesting article on the 
physique of the Boers. The writer 
pointed out that taking the whole male 
Boer population between the ges of sixty- 
five and fifteen and Mr. Winston 
Churchill, in his wonderful letters to the 
Morning Post, has told us that boys of the 
latter age have been picked up on the 
hattlefield—it would, as regards physique, 
outdistance your Army of men picked in 
accordance with your standard. That is 
a pretty condition of things you have 
been brought to. I feel I would stray 
altogether outside the limits of order if 
I enlarged on a favourite subject of 
mine, namely, the abomination and 
infamy of the poliev which has exter- 
minated or driven out of Ireland, 
Scotland, and even England, the popu- 
lation which must be the basis of a real 
fighting force—namely, those who live in 
independence in their own country and 
till the land. You were never content 
until you had decimated the population, 
and you rejoiced when they fied by 
millions from Ireland. You would be 
very glad to have some of them back now, 
and the time may yet come that when, in 
your extremity, owing to this same 
monstrous idea of Imperialism, which we 
hear on every side, you will have to make 
an ever increasing demand on the re 
sources of the population to fill your 
Army, vou will repent the brutal and 
savage way in which you destroyed the 
population of [reland. 


SECRETARY — oF 
WYNDHAM, 


THE UNDER 


sat down began his speech by asking 
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whether I, as the Minister in charge, in- 
tended to speak in the course of the 
evening. I admit under ordinary cir- 
eumstances and in any customary debate 
such a question might be put at a much 
earlier hour. I have, it is true, main- 
tained my place on this bench from half 
past four until nearly half past eleven, 
but I think [ have been amply justified 
in the course I have taken. I did not 
take that course in order to show any want 
of respect towards hon. Gentlemen from 
Ireland, who come here to express 
what, they tell us, are the views 
of their constituents, but I had 
to strike a balance between what was 
due to the representatives of the Irish 
constituencies and what was due to the 
representatives of all the other consti- 
tuencies in the United Kingdom. The hon. 
Member for East Clare, who intervened 
twice in this debate, on both occasions 
frankly said he was well aware that he 
was out of touch with the sentiments of 
this House and of this country, but he 
claimed the right, since Ireland is repre- 
sented in this Imperial Parliament, 
to give us what he told us 
were the views of his constituents. I 
admit the right of the hon, Member, but 
in my opinion the hon. Member is not 
entitled to demand that I should engage 
if, indeed, I could hope to engage it upon 
such subjects—the attention of other hon. 
Members on such questions as Home Rule, 
the position of [reland in the Empire, the 
hon. Member’s regret for the action—in 
which we glory-—of his own countrymen 
in South Africa, and many other kindred 
topics upon which he dwelt with regret, 
but upon some of which we dwell with 
exultation. It seemed to me that my 
proper course was to listen with respect- 
ful silence to speeches which moved me 
to great pity. I cannot contemplate the 
position of lrish Members at this moment 
in the evolution of our Empire without 
feeling the greatest and most heartfelt 
regret, inasmuch as men of every religion 
and every race have found it possible—in 
spite perhaps of injustice, in spite perhaps 
of callousness on the part of the 
party which may have ruled at 
one time or the other in this country 
subjects of the Crown in every part of Her 
Majesty’s dominions have found it possible 
to take a corporate pride and joy in the 
gradual evolution of the Empire. I am not 
going into the reasons for this attitude, 
which seems so particular to Ireland. I 
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note, however, that whereas we have over 
and over again gone out of our way to 
stand in the white sheet of penitence, and 
to say that no doubt there were mistakes 
in the past, I have never heard one Irish 
Member in this House assume even hypo- 
thetically for the purposes of argument 
that he or his predecessors had ever made 
one wrong turn in this game which has 
lasted so long. The hon. Member for the 
Montrose Burghs in one of his admirable 
books said that too many good fellows 
would be in the wrong if Rousseau were 
always in the right, and viewing in hasty 
historical retrospect the relations which 
have obtained between Ireland and this 
country, I really think it is—well—im- 
possible according to the doctrine of 
chances that the English, Scottish, Welsh, 
Australians, Canadians, New Zealanders, 
the feudatory Princes ef India, the 
Volunteers of Hong Kong, and everybody 
is wrong, and that the Irish Members in 
this House—not the Irish people, still less 
the Irish soldiers or the Lrish Militia—are 
in the right and alone in the right. 
Since that is my view, I felt it was more 
consistent with it, and with what was 
due to hon. Members, to listen to 
them in silence. But then the hon. 
Member for East Mayo rose and sai that he 
was going to leave wide fields and address 
a few pointed questions to myself on this 
Vote. Lown I prefer the speeches of the 
hon. Member for East Clare to the speech 
of the hon. Member for East Mayo. In 
the first place the hon. Member for East 
Mayo endeavoured to create a little dith- 
culty over the rates of pay which were 
given to the colonial forces in South 
Africa, and he put forward some astonish- 
ing tale, of which I have no knowledge, 
that the members of some force are in 
receipt of 12s. per day. I may tell the 
hon. Member that we are taking £52,000 
for the payment of colonial troops in 
South Africa. It is difficult to give the 
exact particulars, since fresh troops are 
raised every day. A short time ago a 
thousand Colonial troops were raised in 
South Africa, and 5,000 to 6,000 troops 
came from other colonies, but both are 
increasing from day to day, and I cannot 
give the precise number at present. 


Mr. DILLON : Does the Imperial Ex- 
chequer bear the whole cost ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In: the case of 
troops coming from other colonies we are 
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paying them precisely the rates we give 
to our own soldiers. In the case of 
South African troops the question is more 
complicated because there have been in 
South Africa for some time colonial 
troops in receipt of different rates of pay, 
and it has been impossible and inexpedient 
to alter those rates at a moment’s 
notice. As I have informed the House it 
seems to me we are approaching the time 
when we shall be able to consider this 


question, which is one of the. greatest 


moment to the Empire, calmly and 
dispassionately in consultation with the 
representatives of all our colonies. 
Upon that ground therefore, and on that 
ground alone, [ decline to be drawn into 
logic-chopping over a difference of three- 
pence or sixpence as’ to the remuneration 
which men ought to receive who go to 
the front, or to affront people who 
offer troops, when troops are needed, 
by entering into long negotiations over 
the remuneration to be given to those 
troops. The hon. Member asked if 
we were reduced to such a state that 
we had to offer inducements to those 
who are incarcerated for their country’s 
good to volunteer. What is the good of 
reading out highly-spiced reminiscences in 
a newspaper of the conditions which are 
alleged to have existed, not now, but a 
hundred years ago—a re-hash of passages 
from Macaulay and other writers who 
have themselves drawn a highly coloured 
contrast between the past and the present ! 
The hon. Member comes here and wags 
his head and tells us on the authority of 
the Glolv newspaper these things, and 
asks, “ What guarantee can you give me 
that similar practices are not going on 
now !” The whole point of the article 
was to draw a contrast, and a just con- 
trast, between the past and the present. 
[ do not know whether I ought 
to follow the hon. Member in his 
attack on the press of this country. 
That is rather a wide turning move- 
ment. I «do not think it will drive 
me from my kopje in defending the Vote. 
When the hon. Member goes out of his 
way to make that attack, I believe he 
will find that he has lost himself in the 
veldt. But the hon. Member did make 
wn attack to which I am bound to reply, 
He was good enough to say that he had 
no longer any confidence in the pledge 
which I had given to this House, as to 
our actual intention of restraining the 
Mr. II ‘yudlom, 
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| natives of South Africa from taking part 
in the war. 


Mr. DILLON: The hon. Gentleman 
has misunderstood me. What I said was 
that, after reading the statement of the 
First Lord of the Treasury that under 
the present circumstances the Govern- 
ment might be compelled to reconsider, 
in the immediate future, the pledge they 
had given, I could no longer give them 
my confidence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If that is a with- 
drawal, I will not pursue the argument, 
because [ feel it is useless to give further 
assurances to people who attach no value 
to what I have said. 


Mr. DILLON : Nothing is further from 
my intention than te say that I could 
give no confidence to the hon. Member's 
personal statements. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Well, | withdraw 
that entirely ; but the hon. Gentleman’s 
manner of presenting his case is rather 
difficult to understand. A distinet pledge 
was given in this House by myself that. 
so far from encouraging the natives 
of South Africa to take part in the 
war, the Government, through our 
Commissioner in Zululand and Basuto- 
land, were doing their very best, 
under difficult circumstances, to prevent 
any such horrible occurrence taking 
place. I think itis within the knowledge 
of the House that that Commissioner, 
owing to his personal duty and to the 
influence he had acquired over the 
natives, had prevented arising. It was 
because the Boers were reported to be 
about to invade Zululand and attack the 
natives that a member ot this Govern- 
ment replied to a question in the House 
that if the Boers did so it would be open to 
the natives te defend themselves. And 
what other statement could have been 
made? Yet the hon. Member, because 
of that statement, feels that he is entitled. 
to say that he can no longer have any 
confidence in a pledge given some months 
ago. 1 am quite prepared to leave the 
matter where it stands. So long as we 
can keep the natives from taking part in 
this war we will spare no effort in attain- 
ing that object; but if the Boers, or, 
indeed, any other Power, attack the 
natives, we are not going to prevent those 
natives from defending themselves. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: With 
the object of making the point clear, I 
desire to ask whether it is not the fact 
that the Boers made an inroad into 
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Zululand because a British column had 
gone into that country previously. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [ cannot answer 
the hon. Member on that point ; but it is 
irrelevant to the answer I have given. 
My answer was, that if the Boers 
attacked the Zulus they were quite entitled 
to defend themselves. Then the hon. 
Member for East Mayo complained of the 
pensions and allowances to the widows and 
ehildren of soldiers who had died in this 
war. [Lam sure that the hon. Member 
does not wish to draw a distinction 
between the widows and children of Lrish 
soldiers and those of English and Scotch 
soldiers. 


Mr DILLON : 


was drawn. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think the 
hon. Member should, because no distine- 
tion is really drawn. The whole case of 
pensions and allowances is, as the House 
is aware, governed by certain rules which 
are universal in their application. Most 
hon. Members who were present will 
recollect that we had recently an interest- 
ing debate on the subject of an attempt 
to reorganise the funds subseribed by 
charitable persons, beth recently and in 
the past, for the benefit of the widows 
and other dependents of soldiers who died 
inwar. The Government are about to 
appoint, even if they have not already 
appointed, a very strong Commission to 
inquire into the whole of ‘this question, 
and we feel it would be a mistake to offer 
any pronouncement, or to make any 
promise on this subject, until we have 
had the advantage of hearing the conclu- 
sion at which these Commissioners have 
arrived. But should it prove to be the 
ease, after the Commissioners have re. 
ported, that there is room for some sub- 
vention in addition on the part of the 
Government, that is a recommendation 
which the Government would con- 
sider most earnestly and carefully. 
The time has not yet come, how- 
ever, to express any definite view 
on this question, but only to say it is one 
we regard as of great importance. The hon. 
Member concluded by bringing up again 
the question of pressure upon the Irish 
Militia. Well, | really despair of dis- 


No. No distinction 
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cussing the question with the hon. Mem- 
ber ; we approach it from such different 
points of view. Our assumption—and I 
can give him evidence that that assump- 
tion is right—is that the frish Militia 
regiments, and individual men of these 
regiments, are as eager as other Militia 
regiments and men to secure what is, 
after all, the crown of a soldier’s profes- 
sion. (Hon. MeEMBeRS: Oh! Oh!) 
The assumption of hon. Members from 
Ireland is that Irish Militia regiments 
and Irish Militiamen, of all people in the 
world, are dying to enjoy ease at home, 
while their comrades in arms are winning 
glory in South Africa. 


Mr. DILLON : Not at all. My assump- 
tion is that nine-tenths of the Irish 
Militiamen consider this war a most 
atrocious war. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: A robber’s 


War. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Oddly enough, | 
am in absolute agreement with the senti- 
ment expressed by the hon. Member for 
Kilkenny, although I differ very much 
from his application of it. The hon. 
Member for Kilkenny asked the other 
day if the Government did not think it 
very wrong to put any pressure upon the 
men in the Militia when they were 
making up their minds upon so grave a 
matter as to whether they should serve 
in South Africa or remain at home. 
! think that no pressure ought to be 
put upon the men, and, as tar as the 
Government are concerned, we have done 
all in our power to see that no pressure 
is put upon them. Can hon. Members 
for [reland say the same? Probably hon. 
Members have no knowledge of the 
documents that are now littered about 
the Militia barracks of Ireland informing 
the men who are having an opportunity 
given them of joining their comrades in 
South Africa that they are “all marked 
down for murder”; and hon. Members 
will perhaps disbelieve it, but it is 
true, that in one circular I have seen the 
priests are appealed to “not to abandon 
thousands of the poor to death and 
mutilation in a war of hell.” Let me read 
this passage— 

“The curse of Ireland’s martyred dead be 
on the [rishman, priest or layman, who allows 
the wretched Irish Militia to be trapped into 
slaughter” —— 

{Cheers from the Irish benches.] Hon. 
Members cheer that ; then do not let them 
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talk any more about pressure in this House. 
Sir, there has been no pressure on our 
part. That there has been pressure on 
the part of others I know, not only from 
these documents, but from a telegram I 
have received from an Irish regiment 
which, under pressure—under compulsion, 
I hold it—did not volunteer. [Hon. 
MemMBERS on the Irish benches: What 
is the regiment !] I will not give you 
the regiment, but a telegram has been 
received frem an Irish Militia regiment 
imploring us to allow them to re-consider 
their decision. 3ut it is too late. 
This is not an unlimited opportunity. 
When all are © striving for this 
great honour-—— [HoN. MEMBERS on the 
Irish Benches: Oh, oh!}-- when the 
opportunity of accepting it is given as a 
reward for excellence in rotation of the 
regiments which stand highest in the 
credit of the War Office—when any regi- 
ment is over-persuaded, or compelled by 
those who agree with hon. Members 
opposite to refuse or miss their chance, 
that chance is not likely to return. 
Those Lrish Militia regiments which have 
been deluded into missing their chance of 
going to the front now regret their 
action: while those regiments who with- 
stood the seductive documents circulated 
amongst them, when asked to volunteer 
threw their caps up into the air with joy 
and cheered for the Ministry. [ am 
persuaded that Irish soldiers, whether in 
the Line regiments or in the Militia 
battalions, need no guidance from hon. 
Members from Ireland when they are 
endeavouring to discover the path of duty, 
and that they, like many of their country- 
men before them, have found the path of 
duty the road to honour and glory. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
The hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary 
for War has had this session an unparal- 
leled opportunity for exhibiting, to the 
delectation of the House, his undoubted 
powers as a speaker. No one has wit- 
nessed the development of these powers 
with greater interest and admiration than 
the Irish Members. But I may be 
allowed, with regret, to say that I think 
it is a mistake for him to adopt the 
very lofty tone he has done to-night. 
When the hon. Member regards the 
attitude of the Irish Members and a 
great portion of the Irish people 


towards the war with nothing but 
pity, | must be allowed to say he is 
Mr. Wyndham. 
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adopting an attitude which verges very 
nearly on the ridiculous. This debate 
has gone on practically on the same lines 
for over a week. [Hon. Members: 
Hear, hear.] I am the first to admit it, 
and I take some pride in the fact that 
the opposition to this Vote has been 
mainly carried on by the Irish Members. 
The hon. Gentleman the Under Seeretary 
for War, quoting Rousseau’s witty saying 
and applying it to Ireland, declared that 
Ireland must be wrong because so many 
good fellows are of the other way of 
thinking, and he had the audacity to cite 
in support of his interpretation the case 
of Canada. What is the case of Canada? 
Until Canada got such a system of Home 
Rule as we demand for Ireland, it was a 
country which seethed with rebellion and 
sedition. The French Canadian popula- 
tion were granted Home Rule when they 
were actually in arms against this country, 
and does the hon. Gentleman ask this 
House for a moment to believe that if the 
system which still exists in Ireland had 
continued in Canada, the slightest tokens 
of loyalty or support would have been 
given to Britain at the present moment ! 
It is not fair for the hon. Gentleman in 
applying that witty saying of Rousseau 
to confine his view solely to the British 
Empire. Why does he not: extend his 
view to the civilised world! If he does 
so, he will find that every nation in 
Europe except Turkey is against England 
in this war; and not only the opinion of 
every nation in Europe, but the un- 
doubted opinion of the great mass of the 
people of the United States of America 
—{Hon. Members: No, no!|-—and I apply 
that witty remark of Rousseau to the 
Government of England to-day by say- 
ing that “there are too many good people 
in the world who would be wrong if you 
were right.” I do not intend to delay 
the House on this occasion. I have said 
the opposition to this money Vote has 
come almost entirely from the Irish 
Members, and I am proud of it. I know 
that our power in this House is limited ; 
but if it were in our power we would not 
permit the Government to get a single 
farthing of this Vote. We are hampered 
in our action, and all we are able to do 
is to make it perfectly clear, and beyond 
all doubt, what the attitude of the Lrish 
Members and people is in regard to this 
war. I think we have succeeded in our 
object. For my part, I see no particular 
use in continuing this debate for another 
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hour or two. The voting of this money 
is not the end of this matter. No one 
supposes that this thirteen millions will 
see us through this war, and therefore 
the subject. will come up again and again 
before the House, and the L[rish Members 
will continue at every step to make use 
of every power available under the Con- 
stitution to thwart the efforts of the 
Government to suppress the independence 
of the two South African Republics. 
The other day, when we asked that this 
war should be stopped, we were met by 
the argument that it was unreasonable to 
expect that the war should be stopped 
until the Boer invasion was repelled. I 
am sorry to say it is likely that that 
time may arrive soon; but when 
it does arrive [I want to know 
what attitude other hon. Gentlemen 
will take? We Irishmen have — been 
almost alone in the division lobby, and I 
assert that in the votes we have given 
we have been representing a considerable 
number of the Members of this House, 
who for one reason or another were 
either ashamed or afraid to vote in our 
lobby. 1 think there is very little doubt 
about that. If anyone looks through 
the division list he will see a remarkable 
absence of hon. Members. [ hope when 
the time comes, it it ever does come, 
when the Boer invasion of British terri- 
tory is repelled, that these hon. Members 
will take heart of grace, and join in our 
efforts to bring the war to a close on the 
basis of the independence of the two Re- 
publics, [Hon. MmrMBERS: No, no !} 
{Cheers and counter cheers.| [ think it 
is rather unworthy of the House of 
Commons to deny assent to a statement 
of that kind. It ought never to be for- 
gotten that the argument put forward at 
the commencement of this business was 
that the war was nota war of aggrandise- 
ment, but toobtain certain rights tor certain 
British subjects. But if hon. Members deny 
assent to my argument, then the eha- 
racter of the war is changed, and it 
becomes a war of aggression to seize the 
territories of the Republics. I know not 
what the future may have in store for us 
in this matter. My own belief is that 
this war, if you persist in your present 
attitude, will last a considerable time 
indeed, and that only when you begin 
the march to Pretoria the real trouble 
will commence. The taxpayers of the 
country will then find that, if the war 
is persisted in, it will cost not ten millions 
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| nor twenty-three millions, but more than 


a hundred millions, and that the loss of 
hte will reach fifteen thousand or twenty 
thousand men. I am profoundly con- 
vinced that the whole of the Government 
policy will end in disaster, and that 
there will come a reaction against thei 
policy. When that reaction does come, 
when reason returns to her place, and the 
war fever, which is swaying the minds of 
the people in this country, is abated, | 
believe that Ireland and her national 
aspirations will not stand any worse 
chance because of this crisis, or because, 
in spite of odium and misrepresentation 
inside and outside this House, she has 
lifted her voice on every occasion in 
defence of the liberties of the South 
African Republics. . 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): The Under Secretary of State for 
War displayed some ingenuity in his 
efforts to conceal the poverty of his 
arguments under the veil of pleasantry 
and good humour. I was very glad to 
find that the hon. Gentleman has a sense 
of humour, because it shows that he has 
at least a drop of Irish blood in his veins. 
The hon. Gentleman expressed great grief 
for the position which the Irish Members 
have taken up in this House in regard to 
the war in South Africa ; but why should 
he be surprised that the Irish Members 
are opposed to a war of this kind? Has 
he not read the history of Ireland, and 
does he know nothing of the condition 
of the Irish people for the last hundred 
years? Could he possibly imagine 
that the Irish people could join in approv- 
ing the most iniquitous and atrocious war 
which ever England has provoked for the 
destruction of a free people? The hon. 
Gentleman also referred to that very 
delicate question of race against race in 
South Africa. When the First Lord of 
the Treasury and the Colonial Secretary 
plainly hinted the other day that the 
native races of South Africa would be 
instigated to fight against the Boers if 
occasion arose, | could not help being 
reminded of what you did during the 
War of Independence in America. You 
instigated and armed the Red Indians to 
scalp your own countrymen because they 
were fighting for their own independence 
You would have done that in South 
Africa if your defeats had continued, and 
would have instigated and armed Zulu 
and Basuto savages to fight against the 





483 Army (Supplementary) 


Boers. 
you would be if you gained a few 
victories. The hon. Gentleman referred 


to the question of pressure on the Irish | 


Militia. It is not a question of pressure 
at all. We know very well that you 
have deluded them and deceived them. I 
am opposed to the Vote of £13,000,000 
for the continuance of the war for two 
reasons. I say it is an atrocious waste of 
money to spend £23,000,000 on the con- 
tinance of a war for the destruction of the 
independence of the Boers in the Trans- 
vaal and the Orange Free State, when you 
have tens of thousands of people starving, 
and you can find no money to reiieve their 
distress, and to provide better and more 
sanitary houses for them instead of the 
slums in which they are packed together 
in droves. My other reason is that you 
have 50,000,000 of starving people in 
India. What are you doing for them? 
They are your subjects You under- 
took to govern them, but ever since 
vour rule has been established in India, 
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which is being spent on this most unjust 
war. 


*Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I desire in a very few sentences to enter 
my protest on behalf of my constituents 
against this Vote, which is to be spent in 
the prosecution of an unjust war. The 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary for 
War wasted a good deal of charming 


eloquence to-night in saying little or 


nothing in answer to the charges of pres- 
sure brought to bear on the Irish Militia 
regiments to volunteer for the front. He 
ridiculed the idea that any pressure had 
been put upon the Irish Militia regiments, 
but I believe the public prints, which 
state that, at all events, some of the Irish 
Militia regiments stationed in England, 
having learned their legal rights, have 


changed their minds, and refused to pro- 


ceed to South Africa, and not all the 


power of England will compel them to go 


/on board ship. 


you have had famines almost every other | 
' sible persons, and above using any pres- 


year. These fifty millions are dying of 
hunger, and you are doing nothing to 
save them from 
fighting to give the franchise to the rap- 
scallions and scum of all the nations in 
Johannesburg; have you given the fran- 
chise to the people of India, your own 
subjects? You go to war to give the 
seven years franchise to the Uitlanders of 
the Transvaal, but why don’t you give 
representative government to the people 
of India, instead of a despotism, the result 
of which is periodical famines? When 
you have smothered the independence of 
the Boers of the Transvaal and the Orange 
Free State in their own blood, the Dutch 
race and the Trish race will have one com- 
mon cause against One common enemy. 

I] wish 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) : 


to say a few words in support of the | 


reduction of this Vote, and for this 
reason, that the Irish people from one 
end of Ireland to the other, except a few 
men who have gone to the front, are 
opposed to the war, because they believe 
that it is a most unjust war, and has been 
brought about by fraudulent means. I 
also object to this money being voted, 
because one portion of it is to be spent in 
arming Volunteers and Yeomanry, while 
there are no Volunteers in Ireland. 
Another objection I have is, that Lreland 
‘s overtaxed already, and that you will 


Mr. James O'Connor. 


starvation. You are | 


| Empire. 


The hen. Gentleman says 
that the commanding officers are respon- 


sure on the men to volunteer, but he 
admits that the system adopted in asking 
the men whether they wished to go or 
not was not right. The whole regiment 
was brought out on parade, including the 
Reservists who were bound to go, and 
the question asked was—‘ Those not 
willing to go step out of the ranks.” If 
that was not deception and pressure I do 
not know what is. But why should the 
Irish Militia be asked to go out to South 
Africa or to go to England. They are a 
military force for the protection of their 
own country. What is being done is that 
you are taking away these breadwinners 
from their families and sending to [reland 
in their place British Militia. At this 
moment the garrison of Dublin is made up 
of British Militia ; and the police courts 
are every day occupied with cases of the 
most discreditable character and of the 
violation of the law of property by these 
British Militiamen, brought in [ suppose 
to improve the morality of the citizens of 
Dublin, as well as to protect the British 
Only last week there were 
several cases of burglary, and some ot 
these British Militiamen are not now free 
to goto South Africa because they are 
sent to prison. Infact, I have come to 
the conclusion that it was a mistake from 
your point of view that you did not send 
these Militiamen out to South Africa, be- 
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cause if they could not take Pretoria, 
they were rogues enough to steal it. But 
about cur Irish Militia regiments, the 
mode of procedure with them was first 
to get them into English towns, then 
saturate and drug them with bad whisky 
in the public houses, and next, use your 
moral influence upon them to go and take 
part in a war, which, in common with 
their countrymen at home, they believe 
to be unjust, and whose only object is to 
rob the people of the Transvaal and the 
Orange Free State of the gold and dia- 
monds they possess. The hon. Gentle- 
man said that certain regiments were 
jealous because they were deprived of 


the honour of going out to fight in this | 
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name and we will put it to the test. 
My hon. friend the Member for Clare 
asked a question to-day about an inmate 
of Doncaster Workhouse, named Bridget 
Gavin, who has seven sons in the Army. 
Such are the heroes of war—the un- 
fortunate Trish soldiers who go out to 
fight for your flag. Only last week, in 
my own city of Kilkenny, ancther poor 
[rishwoman had to apply for relief, and 
got it, because her two sons, her only 
means of support, had been sent out to 
fight in this infamous war. [ hope that 
these Irish Militiamen will be led by the 
spirit of their own country, and not by 
yours, and that they will not take part in 
a war so monstrous and of the expense of 





war. Why does he not tell us his autho- 
Surely a Minister of the 
Crown is not going to get up beside that 
what we © say, | 
name of the 


rity for that ? 


ciscredit 
give us the 
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Bond, Edward 
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Broadhurst, Henry 
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which they will have to pay too heavy a 


Question put. 


-Ayes, 235; Noes, 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
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. (Hartlep’l) 
(. Thomson | 


Estimates. 4RS& 
Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. tg tek Napier 
Sutherland, § Sir Thomas 
Talbot,R tHn J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
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Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Woods, Samuel 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. 
Wyndham, George 
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Young,Commander ( Berks, EF.) 
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B. Stuart- 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W 
Tully, Jasper 


NOEs. 
and 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Sir Thomas Esmonde 
Captain Donelan. 


Question proposed, “That this House 
doth agree with the Committee in the 
said Resolution.” 


*Mr. CREAN (Queen’s County, Ossory): 
[ know it is not a pleasant thing at this 
hour of the morning to address the House 
onthe Vote before us, and under other 
circumstances I would not have done. so. 
But I think it is absolutely necessary that 
each individual Member who represents 
an Trish constituency shonid use this and 
every other opportunity to protest against 
the action of the House in voting this 
thirteen millions for this unjust war. — It 
is a double injustice to Ireland that not 
alone do you go to war without our sanc- 
tion and consent, but you make us pay 
for it. No one can say that we who 
represent the majority of the Irish peo- 


ple have failed to protest on every oc- 
casion against this, the most iniquitous 
war of the whole century. What has 
taken place during the last few 
days has given hon. Members 
opposite a sort of Dutch courage, although 
they are silent enough about voting away 
this large sum of money. The curt 
answers we get when we try to obtain 
some information are not such as should 
be given in this House. [HoNn. MEMBERS : 
Divide, divide!] It is always the case 
to ery “divide” when an Irish repre- 
sentative wishes to express the opinion of 
his constituents ; and we voice the strong 
opinion of nine-tenths of the Irish people. 
The agitation in Ireland is not as it is in 
England ; it is the free expression of 


opinion. Corporations have passed reso- 
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lutions against the war, and public meet- 
ings, attended by thousands, have _pro- 
tested against it; and we would not be 
doing our duty if we did not protest 
against you spending their money, and 
making them responsible for the infamy 
of prosecuting this war. Before you 
entered into it we protested against it, and 
we will continue to protest against it ; 
and that being so, on what moral greund 
do you tax the Irish people to make 
them pay for it? Thirteen millions 
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would make the Irish people comfortable. 
We are looking for money for the evicted 
tenants, to pay half the rates, for a land 
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purchase scheme, and for many other 
purposes ; but we cannot get it, although 
our money is being spent, and the blood 
of our people shed for this, the most un- 
precedentedly wicked war in the history’ 
of the world. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place,. 


and claimed to move, “‘ That the Question 
be now put.” 

Question put, “That the Question be: 
now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 207; Noes,. 
30. (Division List No. 24.) 
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Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 


ve te ee ee Pe ee ee eee 
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Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
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Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C.of Lond. ) 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo.’s 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churehill 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wim. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hoare, Ed w Brodie( Hampstead 
| Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hozier,Hn. James Henry Cecil 
| Jeftreys, Arthur Frederick 
| Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
| Johnston, William (Belfast) 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
| Kimber, Henry 
| Lafone, Alfred 
| Langley, Batty 
Laurie, Lieut. -General 


Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corm 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William EdwH. 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans’a 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Luoas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Crae, George 

Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Montagu, Hon..J.Scott( Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morean,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray,Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
foberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
{ussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 





49] 


Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. T. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (R omford) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 


Abraham, William (Cork,N. E. 
Ambrose. Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Crilly, Daniel 
Curran, Thomas Bb. 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 

E oer. oaey gg John 

I ‘arrell, « James P. (Cavan, W.) 


(Donegal) 


Question put accordingly, 
the 


House doth agree with 
in the said Resolution.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Ashton, es Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Jalfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
—vomaag? £ Frederick George 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A.H.S. (Hunts) 
Bartley, George C. 'T. 
Beach: Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach. Rt. Hn. W. W.3B.( Hants. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Bethell. Commander 
Bill, Charles 
Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, Jolin 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 
sowles, Capt. H.F.( Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
eer Sir Harry 
Butcher, ie ahaa 
Caldwell, James 
Carlile, William Walter 
Causton, Rie —¥ Knight 
( ‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.¢ nw .(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon, Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 


Army (Supplementary) 


{COMMONS} 


| Strauss, Arthur 

| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox’dUniv) 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen,E. ) 

! Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 


NOES, 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, Jaines ¢ ‘hristopher 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cumb’d) 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Gthee, Richard 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
0’ Connor. James( Wicklow, W. 


“That this 


Committee | 31. 


AYES. 


Cross, Herb. 8. (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir h. D. (Chatham) 
Davies, M. V. (Cardigan) 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, J. K. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorineton, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir William T. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hon. SirJ.(Man. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Sutfolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydne y 

Gibbs, Hn. + G. H.(CitvofLond 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn Herbt.John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


The House divided: 
(Division List No. 


Estimates. 


Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Woods, Samuel 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham-Quin, Major WW 2 
Wyvil, Marmaduke = Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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William 
John Howard 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
tedmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
ee gg T. D. (Donegal, W 
Tully, Jasper 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Thomas Esmonde anid 
Captain Donelan. 


O'Malley, 
Parnell, 


~Ayes, 207; Noes, 


25.) 


Grorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 

Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo. s 

Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury ) 
Giretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

mye Sir Edward (Berwick ) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt.Hon. LordGeorg 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas L eigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hoare, Ed. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hozier,Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain H. Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut. -General 
Lawrence, SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
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Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Lecky,Rt. Hon. William E.H. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn(Swans’a 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M:Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George H 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colorel Victor 
Monekton, Edward Philip 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants) | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, Edw. J.C.( Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daviel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Engledew, Charles John 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


{19 Fespruary 1900} 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
tichardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
tobinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
2ussell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham) 
fussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 


| Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Savory, Sir Joseph 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 


| Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 


NOES. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 


| M‘Dermott, Patrick 

| M‘Ghee, Richard 

| Mandeville, J. Francis 

| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O'Connor, J. (Wieklow, W.) 


O'Malley, William 
-arnell, John Howard 
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Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Tageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Means. 


| Strachey, Edward 
| Strauss, Arthur 
| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


| Sutherland, Sir Thomas 

Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. } 
| Thorburn, Sir Walter 


Thornton, Perey M. 


| Tollemache, Henry James 
| Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, T. Courtenay T. 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A.C. E. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, Fredk. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Woods, Samuel 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvil, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tully, Jasper 


TELLERS FOR ‘THE NOES 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Resolution agreed to. 

WAYS AND MEANS [16TH FEBRUARY]. 

Resolution reported :— 

* That towards making good the Supply 
granted to Her Majesty for the service of 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1900, the sum of £13,000,000 be granted 
out of the Consolidated Fund of the 
United Kingdom.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Question proposed, “That this House 
doth agree with the Committee in the 
suid Resolution.” 


Mr. DILLON said that this resolution 


agreed to in Committee of Ways and 


Means differed radically from that passed 
in October last, when the Vote of ten 
millions was passed for the commence 
ment of the expenses of the war—a Vote 
which the House was led to expect 
would see us through the war. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer then pro- 
posed two resolutions—first a resolution 
granting the money out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund, and second, a resolution 
that towards that sum of ten millions the 
Government should be authorised to issue 
a sum not exceeding eight millions. by the 
issue of Treasury Bills. On that oecasion,. 
following the usual practice, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer made a very 
interesting statement, in which. he dis- 
cussed that most important question,. and 
justified it, or sought to justify it at con- 
siderable length. At any rate: he took 
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‘tthe Committee into his confidence. It 
was worth while recalling his words to 
the memory of the House : 


“ T should hope that no member of the Com- 
mittee would suggest that that war expendi- 
ture—though it be about to be mantel in a 
war which, unquestionably, is of greater mag- 
nitude than any in which we have been 
engaged for some time past—yet I hope that 
no one will suggest that this isa case in 
which it should be provided for by a per- 
manent addition to the Debt of the country. 
To my mind, no such permanent wldition 
would be justifiable, except, of course, in the 
event, which [ hope we shall never see in our 
time, of a war with a first-class Power.” 


Now that statement was received with 
universal approbation throughout the 
House. Then the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer went on to justify his action, 
which he admitted was a departure from 
precedents, not to make any provision for 
the expenses of the war out of current 
taxation, and he frankly stated that it was 
because there was only five months of the 
current financial year to run, and that 
therefore no new taxation proposals 
could be made effective. He should like 
to hear from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and he thought the House 
was entitled to hear, some statement of 
the principles on which the right hon. 
Gentleman proposed to raise the present 


{COMMONS} Means, 496 


Mr. SPEAKER said a discussion on 
that point could not be allowed on the 
present resolution. The time for discus- 


sing the mode in which the money was to 
be raised would be at a subsequent stage. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacun, 
Bristol, W.) said that at the present 
moment the Exchequer had means at its 
disposal for defraying current expenses 
without being obliged to come to Parlia- 
ment. But it would be necessary before 
the close of the financial year to come to 
Parliament and ask the House to make 
provision for supplying further means 
to the Exchequer, and of course on that 
occasion he would explain fully to the 
Committee the mode in whieh he pro- 
posed to raise the money. 


Mr. TULLY rose to continue the 
debate, when—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 


and claimed to move, ‘That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, ‘That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided :—-Aves, 189; 


sum of £13,000,000. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
.Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A.H.S.-(Hunts) 

sartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. ‘SirM. H.(Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
‘Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher. John George 
Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 

: ‘avendish, RF. (N. Lanes ) 

Cavendish,V C W.(Derbysh. ) 

-Ceeil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
‘Chaplin, Right Hon. Henry 


Mr. Dillon. 


Noes, 31. 


AYES 


Charrington, Spencer 

( ‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

( ‘olomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Corbett, A Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H D. (Chatham) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford. Sir Win. Theodore 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 


Fergusson, RtHn SirJ.(Mane’r | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


(Division List No. 26.) 


Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
(edge, Sydney 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C. of Lond.) 
Gladstone, Rt.Hon. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J. (StGeo’s) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
(ireene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Grey, Sir Edward ( Berwick) 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Win. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Helder, Augustus 
| Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hoidge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Ed. Brodie( H: am psteasl) 


rt es 
- Fee 


a es a pe 


we ww we 
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Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Jetlreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir Thomas( Londonderry 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn-(Swan. ) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Ways and 


{19 Fepruary 1900} 


| Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Vietor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. ) 
| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 

| More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford 
| Muntz, Philip A. 

| Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 

| Penn, John 

| Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 

| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

| Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
{rean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Engledew, Charles John 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


(Juestion put accordingly, “That this 
House doth agree with the Committee Noes, 30. 


in the said Resolution.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Rt HnA HSmith-(Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W. B.( Hants. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C .B. 
Bethell, Commander 

Billson, Alfred 

Blakiston, Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Sond, Edward 


| 
| 
| 


Purvis, Robert 
| Rentoul, James Alexander 
| Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
| Ritehie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
| Robinson, Brooke 
| Round, James 
foyds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen. I. 8.(Cheltenham 
| Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherfoid, John 
tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Savory, Sir Joseph 


NOES, 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Camb Vd 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
o'¢ ‘onnor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Malley, William 


The 


AYES. 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Sullard, Sir Harry 
sutcher, John George 
Caldwell, Jaines 
| Carlile, William Walter 
| Cavendish, R. I. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
| Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm 
| Cham erlain,.J Austen( Wore’r 
| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charington, Spencer 
ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
olomb, Sir J. Charles Ready 
orbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
ross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 


C 
C 
C! 
C 


House 
(Division List No. 27.) 


Means. 498 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Strachey, Edward 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J. G.(Ox. Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Win. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, ThomasCourtenay T. 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. 
Wilson, Frederick W.(Norfolk 
Wilson-Todd, Wm.H.( Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Parnell, John Howard 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tully, Jasper 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Thomas Esmonde anid 
Captain Donelan. 


divided :—Ayes, 187; 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duncombe, Hon Hubert V. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Faber, George Denison | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
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Ferguson, R. C. 
Furgusson,Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Manc. 
Ik ‘inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Colonel ( Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.HA(C ityot Lon. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Godson. SirAugustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G..}.(St.Geor. 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville. Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward ( Berwick) 


Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gaull, Sir Cameron 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury. Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hedderwiek, Thomas Cha. H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodve. Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hi wupsteat 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman — John 
Hozier, Hon. James Hy. Cecil 
Jeffreys. Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 


Abraham Win. (Cork, N.E.) 

Ambrose, Robert 

Austin. M. (Limerick, W.) 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, T. B. (Donegal) 

Dillon, Jolin 

Doogan, P. C. 

E nyledew, Charles John 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 


Resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
William Lowther, Mr. 
of the Exchequer, and Mr. Hanbury. 


James 


CONSOLIDATED FUN 


, M‘Dermott, Patrick 


.D (No. 

“To apply a sum out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund to the service of the year 
ending on the thirty-first day of March, 


{COMMONS} 


Munro (Leith) . Lafone, Alfred 


Laurie, Lieut. -General 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning (Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Y orks ) 
Lea, SirThomas (Londonderry 
Lecky, Rt Hon William Edw. H 
Leese, Sir Joseph F( Accrington 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,Sirl ae 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. ALR. 
Loder, Gerald W alter Erskine 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis W. 

Loyd, Arehie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Maeartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘kKenna, Reginald 

Malcolm, [an 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Middlemore, .J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Sir Federick George 
Milward, Colonel Vietor 
Monckton, Edward Phiiip 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan,-J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. Graham 
Murray. Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, — 

Rentoul, James Alexander 


NOES. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lawson, Sir W. 
MacNeill, 


(Cum land) 
John Gordon Swift 


M‘Ghee, Richard 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 


Means. 500 


Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ritchie. Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 

ae Brooke 

found, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 

tusseil,Gen.F.S.(Cheltenham) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edward 7 (Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tageart 
Strachey, Edward 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfordU. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Marr: wy 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
W alton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. ¢ 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sil 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John. Howard 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 

Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 

Tully, Jasper 

TELLERS FOR THE NOEs. 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


one thousand nine hundred,” presented 


Chancellor 
It being 
1) BILL. 


accordingly, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time this day. 

after One of the clock, Mr. 
Speaker adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes. 


after One of the clock. 
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LORDS. 






Tuesday, 20th February, 1900. 





PRiFATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorb CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Ordersapplicable to the following 
Bills have been complied with : 


Brewery and Commercial Investment 
Trust, Limited [H.L.]. 


Vernher. 





South-Eastern and London, Chatham, 
= and Dover Railways [H.L. |. 
~ Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Amend- 
= ment | HL, |. 
2 Scottish Widows’ Fund and Life As- 
: surance Society [H.L.]. 
~ Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas [1.1 }. 
S South Staffordshire Tramways [H.L.]. 
y Shettield District Railway [1.1 |. 
R Wirrall Railway [H.L. ]. 
: Great Berkhampstead Water [H.1.]. 
z 


- The same were ordered to lie on the 

Ss Table. 

GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL [8.1.7]. 

AIRDRIE AND COATBRIBGE 
TRAMWAYS. 
DEVONPORT CORPORATION. 
SOUTH-EASTERN METROPOLITAN 
TRAMWAYS. 

SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER. 

Examiner's Certificates of non-compli- 
ance with the Standing Orders referred to 
the Standing Orders Committee on 
Tuesday next. 


enent 





CITE TE 


An Asterisk (*) at the « 


GWYRFAL RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL 
WATER BILL [4.1]. 
WORKINGTON RAILWAYS 
DOCKS BILL [H.1.]. 


AND 


CLEETHORPES GAS BILL [H.1.]. 


COMMERCIAL UNION ASSURANCE 
COMPANY BILL [1.1] 


FISHGUARD WATER AND GAS 
[H.L. ]. 


BILL 






Read 2¢. 


VOL. LX XIX. 





[FOURTH SERIES. | 
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GOVERNMENTS STOCK AND OTHER 


SECURITIES INVESTMENT COM- 
PANY BILL [u.1.]. 
KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES GAS BILL 
[H.L. }. 
LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [#.1.1]. 
LONDON SEA "WATER SUPPLY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR BILL 
[H.L.]. 
UNIVERSAL LIFE ASSURANCE 


SOCIETY BILL [H.1L.}. 


Read 2¢. 


EXMOUTH URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H.1.]. 


Read 2¢ (according to order). 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. 
Minute of the Committee of the Council 
on Edueation, dated 4th August, 1899, 
modifying Articles 15 and 15* of the 
Evening Continuation Schools Code, 1899. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 288. Basutoland: Report 
LS898-99. 


for 


STATISTICS. 

Statistical Abstract for the principal 
and other foreign countries in each year 
from 1888 to 1897-98 (as far as particulars 
can be stated) ; Twenty-sixth Number. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—NEWS FROM 
THE FRONT. 
*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNF) : 
It may interest your Lordships to hear a 
telegram which has just been received by 
the War Office from Sir Redvers Buller 
It runs as follows :-— 

“The Fusilier Brigade yesterday took 
Hlangwane Hill, the right of the enemy's 
position and commanding Colenso, the rest of 
the force advancing towards the Tugela this 
morning. : 

“The enemy has withdrawn all his troops 
north of the Tugela, and has practically 
evacuated Colenso 

“To-day General Hart has occupied Colenso 
after a very slight resistance by a weak 

S 

» 
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rear guard, and we hold the line of the 
Tugela on the south side from Colenso to 
Eavle’s Nest. 

“The enemy seem to be in full retreat, and 
zire apparently only holding a position which 
they occupy across the Colenso-Ladysmith 
railway, where it is close to the angle of the 
Tugela, with a weak rear guard. 

“General Hart’s advanced guard is crossing 
at Colenso. 

“Our casualties yesterday and to-day have, 
I hope, been but few.” 


ISOLATION HOSPITAL (AMENDMENT) 
BILL [H.L.]. 
(THIRD READING. | 
Order of the day for the Third Reading 
read. 


*THe Eart or LICHFIELD: My 
Lords, in moving the Third Reading of 
this Bili I again urge the Government, as 
I did on the occasion of the Second Read- 
ing, to take up the measure when it 
reaches the House of Commons. It is 
exactly the same Bill which your Lord- 
ships passed last session, but which failed 
to get through the House of Commons, 
and it will fail again unless the Govern- 
ment undertake to look after it in the 
other House. On behalf of the County 
Councils Association, I earnestly beg the 
Government to consider this point. If 
the Bill becomes law the county councils 
of England will establish isolation 
hospitals wherever they have power to 
do so. At the present moment millions 
of our people reside in districts where 
there is not sufficient hospital accommoda- 
tion, and should an outbreak of infectious 
disease occur owing to that want of 
accommodation it would be a very serious 
matter, 


Tae Earn or NORTHBROOK: I 
beg toadd my hearty support to what has 
fallen from my noble friend. All over 
the country great activity is being dis- 
placed in providing isolation hospitals, 
and it is a great pity that owing to small 
defects in the law that work should be 
delayed. I certainly think this Bill is well 
worthy of the support of the Government 
in the other House. 

(according to order) ; 
Bill passed, and sent 


Bill read 34 
gmendment made : 
to the Commons. 


INEBRIATES AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) 
BILL [H.1.]. 


House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
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‘little to say. 
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ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


MILITIA BALLOT. 

*THE Earn oF WEMYSS: My Lords, 
before I venture to adduce arguments 
in favour of the motion standing in my 
name on the Paper — namely, “ To 
move to resolve that this House, having 
heard the proposals of the Government 
for the strengthening of our military 
forces and armaments, is of opinion that, 
inasmuch as our military system rests on 
the Militia ballot, it is essential, looking 
to military efficiency and the permanent 
safety of our country, that the ancient 
constitutional law of compulsory military 
service for home defence, and for home 
defence only, be put in force in such 
modified form as will effect its purpose 
without weighing unduly upon the people,” 
I wish to explain to your Lordships that 
a change has been made in the wording 
of it. It is a slight change, and the 
motion as amended will read as follows : 


“To move to resolve that this House 
having heard the proposals of the Govern- 
ment for the strengthening of our military 
forces and armaments, is of opinion that, 
inasmuch as our military system rests on 
the Militia ballot, it is essential, looking 
to the military efficiency and the per- 
manent safety of our country, that the 
ancient constitutional law of compulsery 
Military service for home defence, and for 
home defence only, be at once so amended 
that it may be available to be put in force 
in such modified form as will effect its 
purpose without weighing unduly upon 
the people.” 


I have made this alteration on the sug- 
gestion of my noble friend Lord North- 
brook, and I think it will render the 
resolution more palatable to your Lord- 
ships than it might otherwise have been. 
Having prefaced this much, I would ask 
your indulgence whilst [ advance such 
reasons as I hope will induce your Lord- 
ships to support the motion. [ will say 
a word with reference to the war, and the 
iessons that we have learnt from it, and 
endeavour to show how far the Govern- 


,ment have profited by those lessons in the 


proposals they have laid before Parlia- 
ment. As regards the war, I have very 
I have no doubt that before 


our territory was invaded there may have 








m 
al 
Pp 
ec 
fe 
T 
vil 
Yi 
Ce 
it 
an 
th 
no 
ith 
to 
say 
th 
ha 
m 
of 
m¢ 
aul. 
of 
“a 
tru 
int 
oth 
an. 
ot 
tra 
to 
Lo} 
age 
tha 
tha 
TO | 
the 
pas 
wal 
i: 
mu 
oug 
sib] 
wl SC 
oug 
adv 














BOD Militia Ballot. 


‘been doubts in the minds of some people | 


with reference to the manner in which the 
negotiations were carried on, but the 
country are united, I am sure, in feeling 
that this war, no matter how begun, must 
be carried to the bitter end, and must be 
successful. My noble friend near me, 
Lord Rosebery, struck a fine, noble key- 
note the other night when he said that 
this war must be carried to a successful 
issue, for our Imperial character and our 
Imperial position depended upon it. And 
when it has been carried to a successful 
issue I hope and trust—-and I believe that 
most of the people of this country hope 
and trust—that the view taken by the 
Premier of Canada will be adopted in this 
country, and that the British flag will 
float over the whole of South Africa. 
There is every evidence that this is the 
view of the people of this country. 
You see it in divisions in the House of 
‘Commons, you see it in elections, you see 
it in the press, you see it everywhere ; 
and, therefore, one can only hope 
that the good news which is coming 
now may be daily repeated, and 
ithat the terrible war may soon be brought 
to a successful termination. Let me now 
say a word with reference to the lessons 
that I think the war has taught us. It 
has taught us the necessity of having 
mobile troops in the field, the necessity 
of having a large amount of artillery and 
mobile big guns of position, and, above 
«ll, the necessity of having such a state 
of things in this country as will give us 
a reliable reserve of men on whom to 
trust. It would he foolish for me to enter 
into the question of the tactics of our 
officers in South Africa, but I think that 
any man who reads the papers, any man 
of sense, must feel that our tactics and 
training will require to a certain extent 
to be changed. There are many of your 
Lordships who, like myself, many years 
ago took to soldiering, and what was it 
that we were taught ? We were taught 
that the great thing was to stand elbow 
to elbow and keep your little finger on 
the seams of your trousers, and to march 
past the inspecting officer like a stone 
wall, and wheel like a five-barred gate. 
I do not think the Boers were taught 
much in that direction, and I think it 
ought to be brought home to all respon- 
sible for the training of our soldiers that 
i soldier is nothing but a man-stalker, and 
ought to be, like a stalker, trained to take 
«advantage. of.every bit of ground, to shoot 
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well, and, above all, to spy well. I ven- 
ture to think that if there had been 
proper scouting, proper spying of the 
ground before advances had been made, 
there would have been less blind blunder- 
ing than there has been in some directions, 
and you would not have had your soldiers 
trapped by the Boers in the manner they 
have been, and brought up to be slaugh- 
tered in shambles formations. These 
are the things which the war has 
taught us. It has also taught us that 
we must have mounted infantry 
to a larger extent. All cavalry as 
such should be trained to act, if need 
be, dismounted, and they would be 
much more efficient if they carried the 
long rifle of the infantry of the 
present day instead of the carbine, 
which now ranks in efficiency with 
the cross-bows of Agincourt and Cressy. 
These are the things which strike a 
civilian like myself who is a Volunteer 
and does in that respect a little soldier- 
ing. This war has shown us further our 
deficiencies in artillery, and, above all, 
our deficiencies in big guns of position. | 
do not wish to throw stones, or to say 
anything disagreeable, but I cannot help 
saying that, when the Boers are so armed 
and we find that we are not so armed, there 
must have been some blind blundering in 
Pall Mall as well as bad scouting in Natal. 
The worst of it is that forty years ago we 
had these big guns of position. I have 
seen the 40-pounder Armstrong guns at 
the reviews we used to have at Brighton. 
[ have seen them drawn by agricultural 
horses and travel thirty odd miles in the 
course of the day, plus taking up every 
position they were ordered to, up hill and 
down hill, on Brighton downs. How is 
it we have not got that equipment now ? 
That gun became obsolete. Why ? 
Because of the improvement in the 
ordinary field artillery. But anyone 
who looked beyond his nose would have 
seen that if this gun was of any value we 
ought certainly to have endeavoured to 
have had an improved big gun of position 
to take the place of the 40-pounder of forty 
years ago. The Boers have done that, 
but we have not. Therefore I hold—I do 
not know who it is, whether a civilian or 
a soldier—that somebody requires to be 
hanged. I pass to the question of men. 
What we want is a good reserve of soldiers 
to stand by us in case of need. Here 
come in the proposals of the Government. 
I am glad to see that we are likely to have 
S2 
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big guns and artillery, because my noble 
friend the Secretary of State for War 
said the other day that it had “struck ” the 
War Office that we were deficient in 
matériel. I suppose it was Long Tom that 
struckthem. Atany rate, they arestruck by 
our want of matériel, and they are going 
to spend money in additional artillery for 
the Volunteers. I have no doubt they 
will apply to Mr. Armstrong, whose 
managing man, Captain Lloyd, informed 
me some years ago, in reply to a com- 
munication, that there would not be the 
slightest difficulty in constructing a 
wobile big gun of position, the equivalent 
of the 40-pounder Armstrong gun of forty 
vears ago. Indeed, this war has answered 
that question. So far, good, as regards 


materiel. But as regards the men, 
I am bound to say that, with 


the exception of the proposal of the 
Government to bribe men who have left 
the service to come back, there is very 
little in their proposals which one can 
view with satisfaction. I think their 
proposal to buy these men‘back is a very 
wise one, and [ think they ought to get, 
if they pay enough, a very reliable body 
of excellent trained men. The only ques- 
tion will be whether they will get them 
for the sum they propose. If they 
do not, it is easy to add to the bribes they 
hold out. With the exception of their 
proposal with regard to the guns and 
taking back old soldiers, I venture to 
think that the proposals of the Govern- 
ment are wholly unsatisfactory. They 
are imaginative, they are tentative, and 
they are conjectural. They are built upon 
no foundation, they are castles in the air, 
they are an invitation to certain persons 
militarily inclined to do much more than 
they are doing for the public good ; and 
really they constitute an R.S.V.P. 
invitation to which the Government 
expect they will have a_ favourable 
response. I cannot speak for the Militia, 
but I can speak for the Volunteers, and | 
have endeavoured to find out the opinion 
of Volunteers with regard to the proposal 
of the Government that Volunteer 
artillerymen should go into camp for 
three months in the year, and that 
the ordinary Volunteer should go into 
camp for one month. The proposal has 
been described by Volunteer officers, and 
by the Volunteer press, as utterly 
foolish, and the opinion has been expressed 
that the plan will fail and that the War 
Office will have to alter it. What I feel 


The Eurl of Wemyss. 
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so strongly is this, that they are building 
castles in the air that rest upon no founda- 
tion. Is there no foundation on which 
they could build? Assuredly there is ; 
but instead of building on that foundation, 
what do Governments after Governments 
do’? Why, they annually dig it up by 
bringing in their Bill which suspends 
the ballot for the Militia. There can he 
no better system for England, I hold, 
than our military system. Some people 
seem to doubt this. Your Lordships will 
recollect that at the time of the seige of 
Paris General Trochu always said he had 
a plan; but, good gracious, how many 
Trochus have you now among you, and 
every one has a different plan to save 
conscription and to save the nation ! But 
they will not look at what lies before 
them, which is the existing military 
system, What is our present military 
system? An army raised by voluntary 
enlistment liable to serve anywhere in oi 
out of the kingdom, and a Militia force 
for Home Defence raised by compulsion, 
it being a right in the Crown to 
call upon every free-born Englishman 
to stand forth in defence of _ his 
fatherland and home. That is the law 
at the present time; but, as I have said, 
the law is never enforced. I am con- 
vinced of this, my Lords, that if you had 
this law in force you would have your 
Army full, no doubt by enlistments at the 
inducements you offer, and you would 
have your Militia full, instead of being, 
as it is, a delusion and a farce. — Its 
normal establishment is 220,000, but it is 
never within 20,000 or 30,000 of that 
number. Then you have an Army 
Militia Reserve, which are taken from 
these numbers. You have to deduct boys 
under nineteen—there are many such in 
the Militia—and I am afraid you have to 
deduct men who serve in several regiments 
and go from one to the other. If you de- 
duct also 5 or 6 per cent. for casualties, 
your Militia—your Army for homedefence 
—is reduced to something like 50,000 men. 
Besides this, the 30,000 men who are 
called the Army Militia Reserve have to 


‘be deducted from the Militia, for when- 


ever they are wanted for the Army they 
'are taken from the Militia. | When the 
| Army Militia Reserve was originated, I 
believe the opinion of General Peel was 
that every man who so enlisted would be 
| supernumerary and another man might 
'be enlisted in his place. This would 
‘ese the withdrawal from your calcu- 
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lation of this number of men. At present 
you have your Militia, as I have explained, 
not what it professes to be. If you had 
ballot for the Militia you would have your 
Militia always full, and you could put it 
at any figure you liked. You could also 
raise the Militia Reserve of 60,000 men, 
which by law you are entitled to do, 
but of which you have never raised 
asingle man; and you would have the 
further advantage of being able to 
bring the Volunteers up to a much 
higher standard of efficiency by making 
exemptions from the ballot of men serving 
in some other form, either in the Yeo- 
manry or Volunteers, or, perhaps, 
voluntarily in the Militia. These are the 
advantages which would arise from the 
operation of the ballot. The question is, 
how could the ballot be used in such a 
modified form as not to weigh heavily on 
the people ? My belief is that all that 
would be required would be that once in 
a man’s life, in ordinary times, when he 
attains the age of 20, the foreign age of 
service, if he cannot show that he is 
serving as a Yeoman or as a Volunteer he 
should be liable to ballot for the Militia. 
Every man to escape that liability should 
be bound to serve for three years in the 
Volunteers or in the Yeomanry, and then 
forfive or seven years in a Volunteer or Y eo- 
manry Reserve, Can anything be lighter 
than that ? I am the chairman of a local 
school board, and we have had for many 
years drill sergeants who teach the boys 
drill. My noble friend Lord Balfour has 
issued a most interesting circular in which 


he expresses a desire that this should he | 


carried further, and that the whole 
nation should be drilled, not only 
for their own physical exercise, but 
for the general good of the nation. 
What is my suggestion but the climax of 
this system of training! It is simply that 
you should force men to go a little 
further and serve in the Yeomanry or 
Volunteers, or take their chance once in 
their life of ballot for the Militia. I have 
limited the age to one year in a man’s 
life—20; but emergencies may arise 
when it might be necessary for Her 
Majesty in Council to extend the power 
of the Crown to call upon its subjects for 
service, and increase the age of liability 
to compulsory service for home defence. 
At present I think the Militia age is much 
too extensive, and ought to be limited in 
the way I have suggested. As to the 
great difficulty of getting officers, I think 
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| that ifa man was liable at the age of 
' twenty to serve in one of these three 


ways, the golden youth of the country 
would certainly prefer taking a commis- 
sion in the Yeomanry, the Militia, or the 
Volunteers, to running their chance of 
being balloted for the Militia at the age 
of twenty, and having to serve as privates 
in that force. That appears to me a 
simple and powerful argument in favour 
of the proposal I am about to submit to 
the House. Consciously or unconsciously, 
ignorantly or intentionally, there is the 
greatest possible unfairness in the criticism 
with regard to the Militia ballot. What 
I am arguing is that we should put in 
force the existing law as to home service. 
Eloquent speeches are made against con 
scription, as if it were the conscription 
of foreign countries that is proposed. The 
ballot for the Militia is a totally different 
thing to conscription—it is the alleviation 
of conseription. The chance is given te 
one in ten or one in twenty, as the case 
may be; nineteen would escape, but the 
twentieth would be struck. It is not 
proposed that everyone’ should go 
through the mill of military service for a 
certain number of years, and therefore let 
us hear no more of this word conscription 
in connection with the ballot for the 
Militia. It is a fraud on the public—and 
many of those who thus talk know it to 
be so—and an endeavour to set the 
public against what I believe to 
be absolutely necessary for the strength 
and safety of the country. There is no 
greater enemy to conscription as such 
than the humble individual who is now 
venturing to address you. I will not ask 
your Lordships to take my word only 
in favour of the Militia ballot. I will 
read the opinions expressed by men 
who, as Ministers, have been responsible 
for the safety of their country, to show 
the value they attach tothe Militia ballot. 
My extracts extend over the whole 
century. The first I have to quote is 
Lord Sidmouth, who said in 1807, ‘ Aux- 
iliary means must be resorted to.” And he 
went on to speak of the right of the 
State to demand the military service of 
“all or any member of the community 
for the purpose of domestic defence.” 
In 1860 a Committee was appointed, over 
which Sir James Graham presided, and 
Sir James Graham said— 


“The force of the Militia at this moment is 
70,000 men, their quota being 120,000, and the 
ballot has fallen into desuetude. In the event 
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of war, the Queen’s Army, the Marines, and 
Militia must be largely and suddenly 
augmentéd. It is a grave question whether 
reliance can be safely placed in such an 
emergency, however large may be the bounty, 
on voluntary enlistment only. If volunteering 
failed, the danger to the State would be 
imminent.” 


The Recruiting Commission of 1867 said 
that— 
“ By mcerting from the compulsory system 


for the Militia, the recruiting for the Army has 
heen interfered with.” 


Lord Dalhousie pointed to the same 
thing in 1867, and said 


“Their Lordships should remember that 
service in the Militia was compulsory. The 
power of compelling was not dead, but only 
dormant ; and he was inclined to the opinion 
that it should no longer remain dormant. He 
was certain that any Government bold enough 
to put the — system into operation in 
place of the voluntary system would find itself 
supported by the voice of the country and the 
press.” 


Sir James Scarlett, who commanded the 
Volunteers at Brighton, said in 1870 


“T am glad my report [on the Easter 
Monday Brighton  field-day| is favourably 
received by the Volunteers. | intended to do 
justice, and no more. I consider the force of 
the utmost consequence, but it must he backed 
by the ballot for the Militia to render it really 
efficient.” 


Now, Members of Parliament think that 
their constituencies would rise up in judg- 
ment against them and turn them out if 
they were to advocate the ballot. 
Colonel Anson, V.C., then Member for the 
Radica! constituency of Stafford, said in 
L870 


“The only force we could fall back upon was 
that old constitutional foree, the Militia, and 
the only means of making it of sufficient 
strength was the ballot. He advocated, not 
the Prussian system, but the Prussian princi- 
ple, which was that the State had a right to 
call upon every man to defend the country 
He believed that the State had a right to the 
services of its people, and that it had no right 
more sacred than that of calling upon the 
people at large to defend their country.” 


Sir William Mansfield, then commanding 
in Ireland, was sent for in 1891, and con- 
sulted upon this very question of the 
ballot, and here is what he wrote ina 
letter to myself 
“Tn reply to the inguiry made by you in 
your note of yesterday—viz., as to whether I 
think it desirable that the ballot should be 
applied to the raising of the Militia for the 
home defence—I beg to intimate a very strong 


opinion that some measure, resting on a prin- 


The Bail of Wemyss. 
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ciple of national obligation as distinguished 
from individual option, is demanded to put our 
foaces generally on a sound and secure footing. 
It is necessary that the Militia and the Line 
should not compete in the market for the same 
uven, Which is now the case under the rule of 
voluntary enlistinent prevailing for the 
Militia.” 
[ have one other quotation which I 
should like to read. I have to thank my 
noble friend, Lord Stanmore, for sending 
me a paper, which I believe has not been 
published, drawn up by Mr. Sydney 
Herbert, | suppose, when he was Minister 
for War. Imthis paper he speaks very 
strongly of the ballot, and [ find this 
passage 

‘*T have slowly and most unwillingly arrived 
at the conclusion that our true policy is to 
return to the old traditional system, and to the 
practical execution of the law as it now exists. 
With our jealousy ofa standing Army we have 
never permitted a conscription ” 


he draws a distinction which so many 
do not now 
“for the Queen’s forces. But time out of mind 
we have ruled that all males capable of bearing 
arms are liable-to be called upon for the defence 
of the country. The ballot is now the law of 
the land. By merel'y abstaining from an ex- 
ceptional proceeding with a view to its sus 
pension the ballot comes into operation.” 
[ have no more quotations with regard to 
what has heén said on this point. It may 
be remarked that these are abstract 
opinions, that there is nothing concrete 
about them, that the law has never been 
put in foree, and so.forth. What happened 
in 1871, when we had Mr. Cardwell as 
Minister for War? His great Army 
organisation scheme consisted of three 
parts—-the abolition of purchase, the Army 
Reserve—-which I am happy to say has 
risen to 80,000 men, all honour to Mr. 
Cardwell—and, lastly. ballot for the 
Militia. Mr. Cardwell found that he had 
so much to do in passing the abolition of 
purchase and the Army Reserve that he 
dropped the third part, and we did not 
hear anything more of it for a great many 
years. But there vou have the principle 
of the ballot in the most concrete form. 
It was brought in by the Minister for War 
ir 1871. You may say, “Yes, that is 
thirty years ago. Nothing has heen done 
since then. Nobody thinks of it now.” 
Don’t they? There is a Bill lying on 
your Lordships’ table now, in a comatose 
state, which was brought in last year by 
my noble friend, the present Secretary of 
State for War. The noble Marquess told. 
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us that the ballot was a power with which 
he would not readily part, that it was 
necessary for an emergency, that it was 
out of-date and ought to be brought up- 
to-«late, and after a good deal of poking 
at him we got him to bring in a Bill and 
lay it upon your Lordships’ table. — I 
want him to resuscitate and galvanize 
that Bill. We tried to induce my noble 
friend to define “an emergency” for us, 
but we failed. We looked up Johnson 
and other dictionaries, and quoted the 
definition there given of an emergency, 
but we could not get any definition from 
my noble friend. I do not know whether 
my noble friend considers this an emer- 
gency, but I read in the newspaper to-day 
that the word emergency is used in the 
notice he has issued with a view 
to the buying of men who have served 
in the Army and are now in 
civil lite. If he does not think the 
present state of affairs constitutes an 
emergency I would invite him to consult 
my noble friend, Lord Rosebery, on that 
question. It is because I believe the 


present is an emergency, because I believe 
that this emergency can only be met 
hy building on sure and sound foundations, 
that [ venture to urge upon your Lordships 


the adoption of my resolution. What is 
to be said against it?! We heard the 
other might from my noble friend the 
Prime Minister why we are not to have 
this. [ was sitting, as I am very deaf, 
under him, and in denouncing conscription 
and all that sort of thing he said: “ It is 
the people’s will that you should not have 
it.’ [simply put in this little question 
to my noble triend, “ When did you ever 
consult the people!” How do you know 
their will! You have never consulted 
them. From experience I have had at 
various meetings in London and_ the 
provinces, Where [ have spoken on this 
question and advocated the Militia ballot 
for home defence, and home defence only, 
| declare that the allegation that the 
British people will not submit to the 
Militia ballot is a libel on the British 
nation. What had my noble friend to 
console us with? British disasters, the 
Cintra Convention, Walcheren, the 
muddles at Sevastopol, and, as we had 
muddled through those, he encouraged us 
to hope that we should again muddle 
through our present difficulties. I think 
that was very cold comfort. We want 
something more than that to give us con- 
fidence and security. “ 
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We are told that | 
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confidence and security can come to us 
through the Navy. We know that in the 
world and in all trades there is nothing like 
leather, and naval men write and speak 
as if the Navy alone was sufficient to pro- 
tect the country from all possible invasion 
or dangers. But, my Lords, that is not 
the use which I hold the Navy should be 
put to. I ventured to write a letter to 
the papers in which I pointed out how 
necessary it was that we should make our- 
selves so strong at home that no foreign 
nation would any more dream of coming 
to our shores than a sane man would of 
putting his head into a seven times heated 
fiery furnace. For writing this | was 
denounced in the columns of The Times 
as an “idiot” by a “ nothing-like-leather”’ 
man, by an anonymous correspondent, 
* Navalis.” He mav be the First Lord of 
the Admiralty, for all I know ; or he may 
be the editor of The Times himself. But 
whoever the correspondent is, I declined 
to enter into correspondence with an 
anonymous person who was so free 
with his language as to call a_ well- 
intentioned man like myself an idiot for 
proposing, not that which would injure 
the Navy, but that which would make 
the Navy ten times more powerful than 
it would be if a large portion of it was 
anchored to our shores in order to pre- 
vent invasion. You destroy probably a 
third of the Navy’s power by so limiting 
its operations. The idea that the Navy 
should thus be ina great measure deprived 
of its power of offence throughout the world 
is one of the most absurd ideas that ever 
entered into man’s head. We want to 
make the Navy far more powerful and far 
more useful, but that cannot be done by 
tying it to our shores. There is no man 
in this country who hates war more than 
I do, and it 1s with no wish to extend 
Imperialism or to extend our Empire that 
I have spoken as I have to-night. On 
the contrary, it is with the view of pre- 
serving peace that | advocate the scheme 
I propose to your Lordships. No maxim 
is more true than that of Sz vis pacem, 
pore bellum, and it is in that sense only 
that I have spoken. War has great evils, 
none greater. It brings sorrow and 
misfortune to many homes, as I fear it 
has done very largely in the course of 
this war. But, my Lords, this war has 
also its advantages. It has shown how 
extremely deep in the hearts and souls of 
the people lies love of country. What 
can be more patriotic than the way in 
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which Members of your Lordships’ House, 
as well, I believe, as Members of the 
other House, have gone forth willingly to 
fight for their country in South Africa ? 
It has also shown us that our soldiers and 
officers are as daring, as gallant, as brave, 
as reliable as they were in the brightest 
page of our military history. It has, 
moreover, shown how the Irish politician 
and patriot loves us ; at the same time, it 
has shown us how the Irish soldier and 
the Irish regiments will fight for their 
Queen, their country, and the United 
Kingdom. It has shown us, my Lords, 
how Continental nations envy, and 
apparently without reason, hate us. But 
it has also shown the devotion of our 
colonies to the mother country, and 
proves that they are with us one in heart, 
in soul, and in action in defence of our 
common country. It is here, I think, that 
the good of this war mainly comesin. It 
makes for peace more than anything else 
that the world should know that there 
is this heart and soul offensive and 
defensive alliance and union between the 
mother country and the colonies. [ am 
going to ask your Lordships to act to- 
night as you did in 1883. In that year 

it was the first year I came to your 
Lordships’ House—I moved the following 
resolution, which I am sure my noble 
friend Lord Kimberley will approve of 


“ That, having regard to the present defective 
military organisation, and to the great impor- 
tance of the Militia force, it is essential that 
the Militia be forthwith recruited up to their 
establishment strength, and that the Militia 
Reserve should, as intended by its originator, 
the late General Peel, and as recommended by 
the Militia Committee of 1877, be borne in 
excess of the Militia establishment.” 


This resolution, in spite of the opposition 
of the two front benches—if there is 
anything really good they always combine 
against it—was carried. Noble Lords 
patriotically threw party and _ personal 
considerations aside, and voted for what 
they believed to be simply and’solely for 
the good of the country. I hope your 
Lordships in the year 1900 will not show 
yourselves less patriotic or less inde- 
pendent than in the year 1883. One word 
more as regards myself. The strongest 
desire I have ever had in public life has 
been to see my country strong and safe at 
home, believing that upon that all our 
prosperity depends. It was that feeling 
forty years ago made me, like so many 
others, readily embrace the opportunity 
The Earl of Wemyss. 
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given by General Peel, who invited us to 
volunteer for home defence. We did so 
because the Government showed by that 
appeal that they recognised that the 
country was not in a proper state of 
defence, the result of neglect, 1 venture to 
think, on the part of Her Majesty’s Goy- 
ernment. We have stuck to it from that 
time to this. It was prophesied that it 
would not last, that it would dwindle 
away, but the force has grown and 
gone on increasing in numbers and 
efficiency, and these men who are 
serving voluntarily without any com- 
pulsion have had all sorts of duties 
put upon them, and now it is pro 
posed that they should go out for three 
months’ training and give up their 
employment. Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment are trusting to this force, which is 
only a stopgap and a makeshift, and will 
not do their duty by bringing into force 
and into play that law which we put 
them there to administer for our safety. 
My feeling is this, that we have long 
enough played the part of stopgaps, of 
makeshifts, and of shelter trenches for 
Secretaries of State for War, the conse- 
quence of which is that they have laid 
this salve to their consciences, that they 
have this body upon which they can 
depend, and that they need not there- 
fore do their duty by bringing into 
force the existing military law. | 
think then, and I say it regretfully, that 
during the last forty years, on the whole, 
we have done more harm than good, and 
that the existence of the Volunteer force 
is a source of chronic danger rather than 
of safety to the State. I beg to move my 
resolution. 


Moved to resolve: “That this House, 
having heard the proposals of the Govern- 
ment for the strengthening of our military 
forces and armaments, is of opinion that, 
inasmuch as our military system rests on 
the Militia ballot, it is essential, looking 
to military efficiency and the permanent 
safety to our country, that the ancient 
constitutional low of compulsory military 
service for home defence, and for home 
defence only, be at once so amended that 
it may be available to be put in force in 
such modified form as will effect its pur- 
pose without weighing unduly upon the 
people.” —(The Lord Wemyss, /. // vinyss). 


*THE Ear or NORTHBROOK: My 
Lords, there is no one in your Lordships’ 
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House who has more right than my noble 
friend who has just addressed you to 
bring this question forward. Not only 
has he taken an active part for many 
years in the other branch of the Auxiliary 
forees—namely, the Volunteers—but he 
has brought the same question before 
your Lordships on several previous 
occasions. I am_ exceedingly glad 
that, by the modification which my 
noble friend has made in his motion, [ 
have been able to rise to second it. Your 
Lordships will see that the motion, as 
amended, is only to the effect that it is 
desirable that the law which enables the 
ballot to be brought into force for the 
Militia should be put in such a state 
that it may be workable if necessity 
should arise. The motion does not 
express the opinion that the time has now 
arrived for that course to be taken ; and, 
for my own part, I could not agree with 
a motion for the immediate introduction 
of the ballot for the Militia, because | 
think it should not be used until it is 
found from experience that sufficient 
recruits are not to be obtained by 
voluntary enlistment. That, then, is 
the scope of the resolution which my 
noble friend has moved, and which I 
ask your Lordships to support. I hope 
that my noble friend the Secretary of 
State for War will raise no objection to 
the passing of the motion. I say this 
because he has used on former occasions 
words which are exactly the same 
as | should use upon this subject, and 
which seem to me to lead to the passing 
of a resolution of this kind. My noble 
friend the mover of it has alluded to the 
words used by the noble Marquess ; but I 
will read them to your Lordships, because 
they represent so entirely my own feeling 
in this matter that if I did not do so | 
should only express them in worse lan- 
guage. My noble friend said in February 
1898— 


“Our military system rests upon the broad 
principle that the Crown has a right to require 
every citizen of this country, if necessary, to 
hear his part in the defence of the United 
Kingdom. Thatis a liability which has no 
doubt remained dormant for a great many 
years, but it is none the less a real liability, 
which | trust we shall never allow ourselves to 
lose sight of.” 


Last year my noble friend the Secretary 
of State for War again used words to the 
same effect, and he showed, at con- 
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law of 1860 respecting the ballot is at the 
present time, and introduced and explained 
a Bill, which was read a first time, making 
those alterations in the law which he 
considered necessary in order to make 
it workable. Therefore, my Lords, 
my noble friend has admitted the 
principle for which we contend, and, 
moreover, he has studied the subject and 
has placed on your Lordships’ table a Bill 
to put the ballot in proper shape. The 
same opinion as that expressed by my 
noble friend has been held by his most 
distinguished predecessors, to whom my 
noble friend the Earl of Wemyss has 
alluded. The noble Lord has rightly 
expressed the opinion of Lord Herbert 
of Lea and Lord Cardwell, under both 
of whom I had the honour to serve 
as Under Secretary. Lord Herbert of 
Lea himself introduced amendments to 
the old Militia ballot law, and carried 
the Act of Parliament of 1860, amending 
that law. Lord Cardwell entertained 
the same opinion as that expressed by 
my noble friend—namely, that the 
ballot for the Militia is a power which 
should be maintained intact, but should 
not be exercised unless the necessity 
called for it, and clauses were introduced 
by him in the Army Service Bill of 1871 
to amend the machinery for the Militia 
hallot. I ventured to express a hope 
that my noble friend the Secretary of 
State for War will accept this motion, but 
[I am bound to say that I am a little 
chilled by the manner in which in this 
House during the present session he has 
treated the question of compulsory ser- 
vice. He appears to me to have done, 
if he will allow me to use the word with- 
out offence, a very adroit thing, He has 
mixed up conscription for the Army with 
ballot for the Militia. I know that few, 
if any, of your Lordships are prepared to 
advocate conscription for the Army. Our 
Army is levied for a service of a different 
kind to that of the armies of the Con- 
tinent of Europe, where conscription 
prevails. It has to go to the ends of the 
world. We have nothing to complain of 
with regard to the voluntary system. We 
have obtained sufficient recruits for our 
Army with that system, and surely, after 
the experience of the last few mcnths, 
there is no man in this or any other 
country who will say that our troops 
raised on the voluntary system have not 
been a credit to the country and to the 
traditions of the British Army. We do 
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not want to touch that part of the system. 
It is the ballot for the Militia that we 
consider should be put into proper shape, 
and that is only for service for a short time 
at home, indefence of our country, for which 
we are all, by law, liable who have not 
reached the age at which I am sorry to 
say I have myself arrived. This system 
is not confined to this country. I asked 
the other day what was the state of the 
law with regard to Canada, and was 
informed that the Militia system of Canada 
is based upon compulsory service. It is 
the same thing in New Zealand, in Queens- 
land, and I have no doubt it is the same in 
other Australian colonies. I know it is the 
same in one of our Crown colonies, namely, 
Jamaica. Why should we not be pre- 
pared, if necessity should arise, to under- 
take the same sacrifice as our self-govern- 
ing colonies? I have been trying te 
consider what reason my noble friend 
will give for not accepting this motion. 
[s it that the office over which he pre- 
sides is overwhelmed with work? I 
quite agree that it is, and I doubt whether 
I should have pressed him to take imme- 
(liate steps in this matter if he had not 
himself considered it last year in time of 
quiet and prepared a_ Bill which he 
could in a day or two reintroduce into 
vour Lordships’ House. Will his answer 
he that the circumstances are different 
now to what they were last year? If this 
was right in 1860, if it was right in 1871, if 
it was right in 1899, Task your Lordships 
why should it not be right in the year 
1900! This leads me to consider what is 
the military condition of the country at 
the present time. I am not going into 
the general question which my noble 
friend has raised regarding the plans of 
the Government. This is, I take it, a de- 
hate with reference to the Militia, and I 
shall confine my remarks to the condition 
of the infantry and the Militia. My 
noble friend explained to us, on the 15th 
of this month, the condition of the Regu- 
lar infantry in the United Kingdom at 
the present time. He stated then that 
there were only seventeen battalions of the 
Regular infantry left in the country, and 
of these battalions eight, as we learn from 
an Army order issued the other day, 
have been mobilised for service in South 
Africa. There will remain, then, only nine 
battalions of Regular infantry in the 
United Kingdom ; but whether it is nine 
or whether it is seventeen is a matter of 
very little consequence. The force is clearly 
The Earl of Northbrook. 
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| inadequate even in ordinary times, and is 


utterly inadequate to meet any difficulties 
that may arise at the present moment. 
The rest of the infantry in the United 


' Kingdom consist of soldiers who are left 


behind unable to serve, of recruits, and 
soon. In fact, as regards the infantry, 
there is nothing behind those seventeen 
battalions. All the rest are necessary in 
order to keep up the drafts for the 
battalions serving abroad. The fifteen 
new battalions which my noble friend is 
engaged in raising cannot be fit for 
service for a considerable time. My noble 
friend said in his speech on the 12th 
instant, and very properly, that his inten- 
tion was to organise a “* mobile” force in 
this country to be used, if necessary, either 
for defence at home or to support the 
Army abroad. After the Division which 
is now being mobilised leaves these shores 
the noble Marquess has no resources what- 
ever to fall back wpon as regards Infantry, 
exceptthe Militia. Ido not think my noble 
friend will deny that statement. [I am 
happy to say that he has an excellent 
force, in many respects, to rely upon. 
The spirit shown by the Militia cannot 
be too much praised. Thirty battalions 
have proceeded to South Africa, or are 
under orders, Six more are serving in 
the Mediterranean and elsewhere out 
of the United Kingdom. I do not 
agree with my noble friend (Karl of 
Wemyss) in the least in his  state- 
ment that our Militia is a delusion and a 
farce at the present time. On the con- 
trary, think our Militia has proved that 
the Duke of Wellington was right when 
he said in 1852, in the last speech he 
made in this House, that the Militia 
would become “an efficient auxiliary force 
to the Regular Army.” My noble friend 
the Secretary of State for War said the 
other day that, after deducting the 
Militia ordered abroad, we have 
77,000 Militiamen left in this country. 
I hope that my noble friend’s figures will 
turn out to be correct, but I have a little 
doubt on the matter. But, correct 
or not correct, I venture to think 
it is a very insufficient force of 
infantry to have in the United Kingdom. 
In my humble opinion, the Militia, which 
is now 30,000 below its complement, 
not only requires to be recruited 
up to its establishment, but to be very 
considerably increased. Well, my Lords, 
how is this force to be raised! I hold 
that, in the first instance, it certainly 
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ought to be raised by voluntary enlist- 
ment. All the authorities who have 
considered the question of the Militia— 
the Committee, for example, over which 
the present Lord Derby presided in 1877 
—have expressed their opinion that in 
times like this there will no difficulty in 
getting recruits for the Militia, and, more- 
over, the same authorities have said that 
enlistment for the Militia does not inter- 
fere with enlistment for the Line. My 
noble friend, in his speech at the begin- 
ning of this session, alluded to several 
alterations of importance which might 
make the Militia service more popular. 
| shall not attempt to go into any 
details on this occasion. It is not 
the time to do so. The improvements, 
I have no doubt, have been  care- 
fully considered by my noble friend, and 
at the proper time I might have some 
suggestion to make upon them, especially 
in regard to the Militia reserve, to which 
my noble friend the Earl of Wemyss has 
just alluded. But on a matter of 
detail, 1 would ask my noble friend 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
the Army circular issued this morning, 
inviting men who have passed through 
their service in the Army to re-enlist for 
one year, has been so framed as not to 
interfere with the present status of the 
Militia. Ihave been told, and believe, 
that many of these men are now serving 
in the ranks of the Militia. If the pro- 
posal of my noble friend is to take these 
men trom the ranks of the Militia, where 
they afford great stabilitv to the small 
battalions, and put them into some other 
force for a year’s service, I am afraid that 
the plan will do more harm than good to 
the position of the Militia, and if it does 
harm to the position of the Militia, it 
certainly injures the infantry force of the 
country. I have said that in my opinion 
we should endeavour to raise this force 
by voluntary enlistment. I would urge 
pon my noble friend to lose no time in 
making public the advantages he proposes 
to hold out to the Militia for the purpose 
of encouraging recruiting, and I further 


urge him not to refrain from 
consulting officers who have served 


in the Militia before the measures are 
decided upon in the War Office and pub- 
lished. I am sorry to say that in the 
measures relating to the auxiliary forces 
there has been shown in War Office action 
some want of consultation beforehand, 
and the suggestion, made, I think, by my 
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noble friend, that officers who have served 
in the Auxiliary forces should be attached 
to the staff of the War Office, ought to be 
carried out with as little delay as possible. 
I make these observations in no spirit of 
panic whatever. I take no gloomy view 
of the situation ; in fact, our spirits have 
been raised by the news which we have 
received to-day from Lord Roberts and 
Sir Redvers Buller. But while we are 
engaged in a war so far from our shores, 
with operations in progress extending 
over a country almost as large as Europe, 
and with a very moderate force for the 
work which Lord Roberts has in hand, I 
hold that it is not right for the Govern- 
ment not to prepare a mobile force of 
sufficient strength to support Lord 
Roberts in South Africa. Military men 
may have opinions, and my noble friend. 
may wish to wait till Lord Roberts asks 
for more troops ; but we who are plain 
people and look at our maps can see what 
tremendously long lines of communica- 
tion Lord Roberts has to protect through 
a hostile country, and we think that it is 
the duty of the Government not to wait 
to be asked, but to give every support 
which can be given to Lord Roberts. 
The other night in this House my noble 
friend the Earl of Rosebery, whom I see 
here to-night, and my noble friend behind 
me, the Earl of Kimberley, made some 
remarks upon the possibilities of the future. 
Iam not going to repeat those remarks. I 
will only say that Lord Kimberley, in allud- 
ing to two matters of which I have some 
knowledge—namely, the possibilities in 
India and the possibilities in Egypt—did 
not say a word more than I feel in regard 
to both those possibilities. I go a little 
further, and say that I am not satisfied at 
the present time with the strength of our 
forces in Egypt. In view of the strength 
of our infantry at home, has not the time 
come when, in my noble friend’s own 
words, we ought to be ready to apply the 
Ballot Act if we cannot get recruits for 
the Militia in any other way? These are 
the words used by my noble friend in 
July last year 


“There is a contingency in which a more 
numerous Militia would distinetly add to our 
strength. It might become necessary for us to 
provide for the safety of these islands during a 
very severe and protracted crisis during which 
there had been a serious strain on our military 
forces, and after we had exhausted all other 
means of keeping them up to the necessary 
strength. For an emergency of this kind it 


does not seem to me unreasonable that we 
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should provide, however remote we may take 
it to be.” 


Has not this emergency arrived? Have 
we not exhausted all our Regular military 
strength in thiscountry, and is this the time 
for any excuse to be made for not putting 
the law with regard to the Militia in a 
proper state? In making these remarks 
I do so as a cordial supporter of Her 
Majesty’s Government. I do so in no 
hostile spirit whatever to my noble friend’s 
administration of the War Office. On the 
contrary, | wish to give to my noble 
friend, and especially to the military 
departments under him, every credit. 
Great credit is due to them for the 
manner in which they have organised, 
equipped, and conveyed, with the 
assistance of the Admiralty, the troops to 
South Africa; for the manner in which 
the land transport for that army has been 
organised ; for the manner in which the 
ammunition has been supplied; and for 
the manner in which the commissariat and 
medical departments have been carried on. 
What a contrast to the state of things at 
the time of the Crimean War! _ It reflects 
great credit not only upon my _ noble 
friend, but upon those who preceded him 
and who organised these departments in 
the manner in which they have been 
organised, which has stood the test of 
war. I trust, my Lords, that my noble 
friend will accept the motion which has 
been moved by the noble Earl below the 
gangway, and I trust, moreover, that he 
will take an opportunity at an early date 
of informing the House and the country 
what plans he has for the creation of the 
“‘mobile” force which he told us he wished 
to create. 1 can assure my noble friend 
that there is anxiety in this House and in 
the country with respect to these plans, 
and that the anxiety is shared by a great 
number of the most sincere friends of 
Her Majesty’s Government. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, the noble mover of the 
motion, in the somewhat discursive 
remarks with which he prefaced 
it, told your Lordships that one of 
the iessons which the British Army had 
to learn from the war now proceed- 
ing was that their system of field tactics 
would require considerable modification. 
I hope he will forgive me if I say that 
his own system of field tactics is a little 
disconcerting. He commenced his state- 
ment by informing the House, as I under- 


The Earl of Northbrook. 
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stood him, that he desired to change in 
important essential particulars the terms 
of the motion of which he had given 
notice. He went on to tell us that we 
must mend our ways in regard to artillery, 
in regard to the introduction of scouting 
and spving in the Army, in regard to the 
increase of mounted infantry, and _ finally 
in regard to the often discussed question 
of heavy, but vet mobile, artillery. In 
regard to the last point the noble Ear! 
told us there had been blundering in Pall 
Mall, and, in his opinion, some one 
deserved to be hanged because artillery 
of this description had not accompanied 
the Army of Sir George White. Let me 
repeat what I said the other evening on 
this subject, and which perhaps failed to 
attract the attention of the noble Earl. 
If there has been a blunder in Pall Mall 
in this matter of heavy guns intended to 
accompany a field force, there has been, 
to the best of my _ belief, blunder- 
ing in the army administration of every 
European Power. The Boers have suc- 
ceeded in bringing heavy guns down by 
rail from Pretoria, and have, no doubt, 
succeeded in placing them in a position 
from which they have produced incon 
venient results to our troops; but [am 
not prepared to admit that the experience 
of the war has yet shown that a 40-pounder 
gun can be dragged about by a mobile 
field force in the way I understand the noble 
Earl suggests. With regard to the actual 
motion of the noble Earl, he has changed 
it; and I am not sure whether we are 
fully aware of the import of the revised 
motion. As far as I can make out, the 
change was an ingenious one, intended to 
enable members of your Lordships’ House 
who could not have supported the original 
motion to go into the lobby with the 
noble Earl. But whatever be the terms 
of the amended motion there can be no 
doubt as to the significance of the two 
speeches to which we have just listened. 
Both of those speeches, if they meant 
anything, were an injunction to Her 
Majesty s Government to drop their own 
plans, and in lieu of them to have recourse 
to the Militia ballot. 


THE Ear or NORTHBROOK: | 
said distinctly that I proposed that the 
enlistment should be voluntary, and I 
invited the noble Marquess to encourage 
voluntary enlistment, and only on its 
failure should we have recourse to the 
Militia ballot. 


Militia Ballot. 524 





Mm 


ta 
th 
hi 














525 Militia Ballot. 


Exactly; the sting is in the tail. If 
voluntary enlistment fails, the noble Earl 
falls back on the ballot. With regard to 


the Militia ballot, our opinion is unchanged. | 
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*THE MArQuEss OF LANSDOWNE: year or the year before. 


- . » | 
We regard it as a valuable reserve of 


power, with which on no account wouldany 
Government be justified in parting. But 
that that power should be exercised at 
the present time I do not for a moment 
admit. As I said just now, the two 
speeches we have listened to, if they 
meant anything, meant that that power 
should he exercised promptly and at once. 
Both speakers confronted me with some 
words [ used last year in your Lordships’ 
House when discussing this matter, and 


| 
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In point of 
efficiency, I believe, the Militia has never 
stood higher than it does at present, and 
I heard with pleasure the references 
which were made to its value as an 
adjunct to the Regular Army. Thirty 
battalions of the Militia are on 
their way to the seat of war; 


' four other battalions of Militia are hold- 


told me that the very circumstances , 


which I had contemplated had arisen, and 
therefore, if I valued my own consistency, 
| should not oppose their motion. My 


Lords, I adhere to the words [ spoke | 


last vear. 


The noble Earl complained of | 


me because I had never given hima defini- | 
been a serious drain upon our military 


tion of what I meant by an emergency. 
But the noble Earl who seconded the motion 
quoted from my speech a deseription— 
| do not think it was an unfair one 

of what I meant by an emergency. 
[ mentioned two contingencies which to 
my mind created such an emergency. 
There was, in the first place, a complete 
failure of the voluntary system both for 
the Line and the Militia. Now have we 
had a complete failure of the voluntary 
system for the Line? I quote the words 
of the noble earl who seconded the 
motion. He told us, in terms which | 
must sav I appreciate deeply and sincerely, 
that he gave us credit for the manner 
in which we had despatehed a 
army to South Africa, and the 
efforts we have made to supply it with 
transport and equipment. I thank the 
noble Earl for those words, not only 
because they sounded agreeably in my 
ears, but because I know they will give 
great comfort and encouragement to many 
of those who, during the last few months, 
have been sparing of neither their time, 
trouble, nor health in trying to enable 
our army in South Africa todo its wark. 
Then, my lords, is it the case that there 
has been a complete failure of the volun- 
tary system in regard to the Militia? The 
Militia is below its establishment, and 
nobody regrets it more than I do. But 
it has been more or less below its establish- 
ment for many years past. We are no 
worse in that respect than we were last 


large | 








ing, or will hold, positions in our colonies 
or in our fortresses; and after these have 
gone there will still be 77,000 Militia- 
men left in this country. I cannot admit 
that there has been such a complete 
failure of the voluntary system in regard 
to the Militia as to justify us in departing 
from the old lines and working upon 
those laid down for us by the two noble 
Earls. The other condition which I laid 
down, and which was also referred to by 
the noble Earl below the gangway, was 
this. I said that it seemed to me “we 
might resort to the ballot after a pro- 
tracted crisis, during which there had 


forces, and during which we had _ ex- 
hausted all other means of keeping them 
up to the necessary strength.” Whether 
there has been a crisis or not, I will not 
pause to inquire. Ido not very much like 
the sound of the word—-it has a sound of 
panic about it—but I will make the noble 
Earl a present of the word “ crisis.” But 
has there been a protracted crisis? This 
war did not begin until the middle of 
October, and certainly when I spoke last 
vear of a protracted crisis I had not in my 
mind one which had only lasted for three 
or fow months. What was the other con- 
dition? It was the exhaustion of other 
means of keeping our forces up to the 
necessary strength. I do not think we 
have exhausted those other means. On 
the contrary, | am here to tell your Lord- 
ships that we have other means—means 
in which our military advisers believe, 
means which we are confident will suftice 
to give us the accession of military 
strength which we require, and while the 
measures which we desire to adopt would, 
in our opinicn, give us that which we 
require, we believe that the adoption of 
the remedy proposed by the noble Earl 
would altogether fail to do so. In his 
speech last week the noble Ear! below the 
gangway, Lord Rosebery, distinguished,, 
and I thought very correctly, between two 
classes of military measures which he 
regarded as under discussion. He said 
there were,in the first place, permanent 
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measures involving organic changes in the 
Army, and measures of that class, he told 
us, he thought might fairly be reserved 
for consideration at some other time. 
The other class consisted of measures 
suited to the necessity of the moment, 
which he implored us, in, I was going to 
say, almost despairing terms, to adopt 
without a moment's loss of time. I want 
to know how the enforcement of the 
Militia ballot would help us to obtain 
measures of that second class. What is 
our object? We desire to fill up in the 
Army the wide gaps which have been created 
in it by the departure of so many troops 
to South Africa. We desire to bring 
rapidly into existence a number of men 
whom we shall be able to make use of at 
once, if not for service abroad, at any 
vate for the defence of these islands. 
Supposing we adopt the motion of the 
noble Earl, how much nearer shall we be 
to obtaining a large number of men of 
that class? Let us suppose that this 
motion is carried, that an Order in 
Council is issued suspending the opera- 
tion of the Act of Parliament under which 
the ballot remains in abeyance, and that 
the Bill which | introduced last year is 
at once passed into law. Would that 
give vou in the near future any number 
of the men whom you really want? I 
assume the noble Earl will not invite us 
to set the machinery of the ballot into 
force merely for the sake of obtaining 
the 30,000 men by which the strength of 
the Militia falls below its establishment. 
I gather, on the contrary, from his speech 
that what he desires is to see a very 
large increase in the strength of the 
establishment of the Militia. Let us 
assume that by means of the ballot we 
desire to raise 100,000 new Militiamen, 
and let us assume that by showing great 
energy and expedition we have collected 
those men within the course of the next 
two months. What sort of men will these 
be! They will be the rawest of raw 
material. You will have no cadres to 
put them in, and they will have no non- 
commissioned ofticers. Some noble Lords 
referred incredulously to the 110,000 
Regulars whom I described as being still 
in the United Kingdom, The noble Lord 
said there were a number of recruits and 
untrained soldiers amongst them. But I 
would far sooner have those 110,000 men 
than a mob of 100,000 Militia recruits 
hurriedly raised under the ballot at a 
moment like the present. If we are, as I 
The Marque SS of Lansdowne. 
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' think the noble Earl below the gangway 


anticipates, liable to be invaded during 
the summer months, would these men be 
fit to put into line against an invading 
army! I say again I infinitely prefer 
the 215,000 Volunteers, about whom the 
noble Earl below the gangway was also a 
little sceptical, and I most certainly prefer 
those reserve battalions, composed entirely 
of old and trained soldiers, which we 
propose to raise under the Royal Warrant 
which appeared in the newspapers to-day. 
There is another drawback to the pro- 
posal of the noble Earl. The sudden 
raising of a large number of Militiamen by 
a process of that kind would completely 
disorganise your Militia system. At 
present the Militia, as noble Lords are 
aware, is organised under our territorial 
system, the Militia battalions being, as a 
rule, the third and fourth battaiions of the 
territorial Line regiment. But if we are 
to set to work under the ballot, if we are 
to require each county or each division to 
supply its quota of Militiamen, we shall 
be proceeding upon a strict arithmetical 
basis. What will be the result! You 
will find that in the most populous parts 
of the country you will get a number of 
militia recruits very much larger than you 
require; you might get recruits enough 
to form half a dozen battalions in one of 
the northern counties; but in the more 
thinly populated districts yeu will find 
that you will not get enough to fill up the 
gaps in the ranks of theexisting battalions. 
You would be in this dilemma —that you 
would either have to swamp some counties 
with recruits and starve others ; or else you 
would have to do that which I conceive 
would not be tolerated—you would have 
to raise men under the ballot in the 
north of England for service in Militia 
battalions in the south. I think that 
would }e resented, and not without 
reason, by all concerned. Lord North- 
brook told us, and it is quite right that 
we should not forget it, that the Militia 
ballot would not give us a single man for 
service out of this country. Nobody has 
for a moment suggested compulsion in 
any form for service beyond the limits of 
these islands. That is, of course, a point 
on which we, at any rate, differ from 
other military Powers. The work of 
our Army lies in India and _ the 
colonies, whereas in their case, being 
separated from their neighbours only by 
a land frontier, it is absolutely necessary 
that they should be in a position to arm 
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the whole of their population in order to 
resist an invasion by people who are 
similarly armed. My Lords, I say that 
the proposal is an inappropriate one for 
the purpose of the present emergency. 
But, then, is it established that we shall 
require the ballot after this war is over 
as a permanent measure? I venture to 
express the conviction, which I hold very 
strongly, that we shall emerge from this 
war stronger——-far stronger—as a military 
power than when we entered into it— 
stronger in numbers, stronger in arma- 
ment, stronger in the knowledge that we 
ean count upon the co-operation of our 
colonies, and stronger, above all, in experi- 
ence. Pressure has often been put upon 
the War Office to attempt what is 
described as an experimental mobilisation. 
Well, we have had an experimental mobili- 
sation with a vengeance, and I am con- 
vinced that the lessons that we have 
learned frem that experimental mobilisa- 
tion will be invaluable to the British 
Army. At any rate, I would venture to 
suggest that before we talk of having 
resort to the baliot we should wait until 
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these operations are ever and take stock 
of our resources and of the position in 
which we stand. We were told by, I 
think, both noble Lords that it was a great 





mistake to suppose that compulsory ser- 
vice to the extent they indicated was un- | 
popular with the people of this country. 
i do not agree with that. It is very easy | 
for us to say we will harden our hearts | 
and face compulsion ; but it is not upon | 
your Lordships that the thing will press. 
l think Lam right in saying that every | 
ballot Bill that has ever been put on paper 
has provided for the immunity of legis- | 
lators, hereditary or elected. It is upon | 
the other classes of the community that | 
the ballot will press, and to those classes 
J honestly believe it is deeply and radically | 
unpopular. I feel sure of this, that you | 
must have a clearer case for the necessity | 
of the change than any that has yet been | 
presented to the public. One or two} 
references were made to the military | 
measures which I sketched to the House | 
the other day, and upon which we desire 
to rely instead of resorting to the step 
proposed by the noble Earl. [ am very 
glad indeed to notice that the proposal 
that we should raise a considerable 
number of Reserve battalions from among 
our ex-soldiers has been on the whole so 
well received, Your Lordships now know 
that we intend to offer a bounty of £22 
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altogether to men joining these battalions. 
I am able to say that, in the opinion of 
the Commander-in-Chief, as these men 
will, all of them, have undergone a con- 
siderable amount of training as soldiers, 
it will be possible to give them a very 
liberal allowance of furlough ; and I have 
every hope that the combination of a 
large bounty and a moderate demand on 
the men’s time will have the effect of 
filling the ranks of these battalions, and I 
may, perhaps, be permitted to mention to 
the House that Her Majesty the Queen 
has signified her pleasure that these 
battalions are to be designated as the 
Royal Reserve battalions of her Army. 


0 


THE Eart or NORTHBROOK: Will 
the noble Marquess answer my «question 
whether these men will be allowed to join 
these battalions from the Militia ? 


*THE Marguess oF LANSDOWNE: 
If the noble Earl will be patient I will 
come to it. With regard to the Militia, 
the noble Earl has pressed me to announce 
as soon as I can the measures upon which 
we rely for making the Militia more 


attractive. Permanent measures ob- 


| viously require a very great deal of close 


examination, but we wish at once to 
attract to the ranks of the Militia, just in 
the same way as we desire to attract to 


| these Reserve battalions, as many men as 


we can from among ex-Militiamen. We 
therefore propose to offer a bounty of £5 to 
any ex-Militiaman of good character and 


| possessing the proper physical qualifica- 


tions who will re-enlist in a Militia 
battalion, and [ trust that step may 
have the effect of bringing about 


an increase in the numerical strength 
of the force. Then the noble Earl 
called my attention to an important 
and very difficult point. He asked me 
whether we would allow ex-soldiers now 
serving in the Militia to take the bounty 
to which I referred just now, and go into 
the Reserve battalions. That is a point 
which | think will require further exami- 
nation ; for this difficulty confronts you 
whichever way vou attempt to decide it. 
If you allow these men to leave your 
Militia battalions and go into the Reserve 
battalions you certainly rob the Militia of 
men whom it would be undesirable to lose. 
On the other hand, if these men see 
their comrades who have served by their 
side in the Army and who have not passed 
into the Militia drawing this large bounty 
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and find that it is not open to them to 
draw it, there will undoubtedly be con- 
siderable dissatisfaction among them. 
And there is this further complication. 
Supposing you were to allow men who 
are ex-soldiers in the Militia now serving 
at home to enter the Reserve battalions 
of the Line, you could not possibly allow 
ex-soldiers serving in a Militia battalion 
abroad to leave those battalions in’ order 
to join the Reserve battalions. I mention 
these difficulties because they are really 
illustrative of the extreme intricacy of 
these matters and the care which has to 
be exercised in settling them, so as not 
to give just cause of complaint. I will 
mention one little matter with regard to 
the Yeomanry in answer to a question 
put to me the other day by Lord Galway. 
We intend to give an allowance in money 
to every man in consideration of his bring- 
ing a horse for the period of training. We 
propose to give £5. I hope that by the 
means I have described we shall be able 
to obtain the number of men we want, 
and I hope we shall be able to keep up a 
steady flow of reinforcements to South 
Africa. I donot see why we should not be 
able to de so, and I hope we shall be able 
at the same time to fill up the gaps 
in the Army at home caused by the out- 
going troops. We are, without any 
special inducements, now taking about 
5,000 recruits for the Line per month, and 
no men are taking their discharge from the 
colours. The Militia is receiving about 
3,300 recruits per month. Besides that, 
we have those Reserves at home which I 
enumerated to your Lordships the other 
evening, and which I will not again 
recapitulate. The noble Earl may rest 
assured that we do not intend to allow the 
army in South Africa to dwindle for 
want of suitable reinforcements. The 
stream has not ceased flowing, and we do 
not intend that it shall cease. Of this I 
am convinced, that the proposal which the 
noble Earl has made to the House, not, 
perhaps, in his motion, but certainly in 
his speech, is one which would not be at 
all helpful to us at the present moment. 
We are sanguine of being able to obtain 
what we desire by the means which have 
been described to your Lordships. We 
may be accused of being too optimistic. 
I think it is possible to err in another 
direction as well. At any rate, I trust that 
your Lordships will not by your vote this 
evening insist upon our hurriedly adopting 
the measure into which the noble Earl 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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| desires to press us with, I was going to say, 


his usual impetuosity. 


Eart GREY: My Lords, I regret for 
two reasons that the noble Marquess does 
not see his way to accept this resolution. 
My first reason is one of a_ private 
character. I am sorry to place myself 
for a moment in opposition to the noble 
Marquess, whose administration of his 
Department has, in my opinion, entitled 
him and the able officials under him to a 
far larger measure of credit than they 
have yet received from the country. [ 
heard with singular pleasure the ungrudg- 
ing eulogium passed by the noble Earl 
who seconded the motion, and the 
approving cheers with which it was 
received by the House. That eulogium 
was, in my opinion, well deserved. My 
second reason for regretting that the 
noble Marquess has not accepted this 
motion is based on public grounds. | 
came down to this House fully determined 
to vote against the resolution of the noble 
Earl. I am as stoutly opposed to the 
principle of the ballot as the noble 
Marquess. But I find that there is not one 
reference to the principle of the ballot in 
the resolution. If the House passes the 
resolution it will simply express its 
opinion that it is desirable that Her 
Majesty’s Government should seek out 
the best way of enforcing the principle 
which enables the State to call on every 
citizen for the defence of the country in 
time of emergency. One great lesson 
that we have learned from the war in 
which we are engaged is that the burgher 
principle which enables the State to call 
upon its people to come to the assistance 
of the country in time of emergency is 
the most economical and most effective 
principle of national defence with which 
the world is acquainted. I am in favour 
of that principle being applied to this 
country, and I shall support the resolution 
moved by the noble Earl, not because | 
am in favour of the principle of the ballot, 
but because I believe it is the first 
necessary step towards the adoption of 
the principle which enables the State to 
call on every one of its citizens in times of 
emergency to come with his rifle to the 
support of the country. 


THE DuKE or NORTHUMBERLAND: 
My Lords, the House is placed in an awk- 
ward position by the change of language 
which the noble Earl has introduced in 
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his motion. I conclude that no one pro- 
poses that the power of the Crown to put 
in force the ballot for the Militia should 
he abrogated, and I suppose we should be 
all agreed that if that power has in any 
respect become obsolete it should be ren- 
dered effective. The resolution of the 
noble Earl goes no further than that, 
except in one respect. It inserts, | 
believe, the words “at once.” [The Ear] 
of Wemyss nodded assent.] I cannot 
help thinking that is sufficient ground for 
voting against it. It is not a simple ques- 
tion whether the Militia should be 
halloted for or not. You must, if you 
are to discuss this question at all, take a 
great many other questions into consider- 
ation. The noble Lord at the head of 
the War Office has laid on the table of 
your Lordships’ House a Bill for amend- 
ing the law with regard to the ballot. I 
remember hearing his statement with re- 
gard to that Bill last year, and I remem- 
ber thinking at the time how much there 
was for discussioninit. ‘The whole treat- 
ment of the Militia depends upon that. 
Let me give one instance. Noble Lords 
have said, and we all agree, that we are 
not going to send Militiamen abroad if 
the ballot is introduced. But, rightly or 
wrongly, you are sending vour Militia 
abroad at the present time. For many 
years past you have increased the num- 
ber of Militia battalions sent abroad, and 
now you are actually sending them to the 
seat of war, which is almost a totally new 
departure. I cannot think this is a proper 
time for discussing the expediency of that 
policy, but that policy must be discussed, 
and we must understand whether there 
are to be two kinds of Militia—a Militia 
which is to be raised by voluntary enlist- 
ment and liable to be asked to go abroad, 
and a Militia to be raised by ballot and not 
to go abroad. We want to know these 
things before we decide that a_ ballot 
shall be reorganised. This House has 
behaved in a very patriotic manner in 
refusing to embarrass Her Majesty’s 
Government by any discussion of their 
policy during the present war. I think 
that conduct on the part of the House 
will be most warmly — supported 
by the country, but surely, my 
Lords, all these little questions 


which are raised, first by one noble 
Lord and then by another, day after day 
in this House, have a tendency to harass 
the Government of this country. It is 
impossible to help criticising a Govern- 
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ment if you make proposals with regard 
to their administration, and although I 
sympathise most entirely with the anxiety 
which noble Lords have to discuss military 
matters at this moment, I venture to 
think the less these questions are brought 
up now the better. I hope this war, now 
that it has taken a turn, will not be of 
long continuance, and I hope that when 
it is over we shall have an ample oppor- 
tunity of discussing, down to the very 
last item, the policy o the Government 
and the whole of our military system. 
But I venture to implore noble Lords not 
to support this or similar resolutions, not 
because they may or may not be in them- 
selves proper or right, but because this is 
not the occasion to do it. 


*THE Ear oF DUNRAVEN: My 
Lords, I confess I regretted very much 
to hear my noble friend the Secretary of 
State for War say that he was unable 
to accept this resolution, and I find it 
difficult to understand on what ground 
he can do so without completely stultify- 
ing his own action in bringing in a Bill 
for amending the ballot last year. What 
is the resolution of my noble friend? It 
is merely a resolution that the ballot 
should be at once so amended that it may 
be available to be put in force in such a 
modified form as to effect its purpose 
without unduly weighing on the people. 
The Secretary of State for War this 
evening told your Lordships that in the 
Ballot Act there is a power which no 
government in its senses would propose 
to divest itself of. My noble friend 
knows that that Act in its present form 
could not be put into force, however 
necessary. The old Act is unsuitable to 
modern requirements, and the machinery 
for putting it into force—namely, through 
Lord Lieutenants of counties and Deputy 
Lieutenants, has become inapplicable. I 
should like to know how, if Her Majesty’s 
Government found it necessary to resort 
to the ballot, it would be possible for the 
Ballot Act to be put into operation. 
The noble Marquess says that we want to 
substitute the proposal of the ballot for 
the plan of Her Majesty’s Government. 
I do not think that any one of your Lord- 
ships has the slightest desire to do any- 
thing of the kind. Some of us may think 
that the proposals of Her Majesty’s 
Government are adequate; some may 
think they are not, and certainly one of 
those proposals, which met with the greatest 

T 
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amount of approval—the proposal to raise 
atemporary force for a year out of old 
soldiers—is, we have been told to-night, 
open to three very serious difficulties and 
objections. All this resolution proposes 
is that if Her Majesty’s Government find 
themselves disappointed, if their hopes 
are not quite realised and they are unable 
to fill up the Militia to its proper strength, 
they shall be able, by amending the 
Ballot Act, to avail themselves of a power 
which they admit is a most valuable one. 
I do not see how, by doing that, we should 
embarrass the Government in any way. 
I should have thought it would have 
strengthened their hands, and I, for one, 
shall feel it my duty to vote for the 
resolution. 


THe Eart or PORTSMOUTH: My 
Lords, I do not desire to occupy more than 
a few minutes of your Lordships’ time. | 
should not have risen were it not to sup- 
port what I thought were the very wise 
words which fell from the noble Duke 
opposite. During this great national 
crisis we have to avoid embarrassing Her 
Majesty's Government in any unnecessary 
way, and I do not think that some noble 
Lords who have spoken have sufficiently 
remembered that the principle of the 
hallot——a principle, as it appears to many 
in the country, implying conscription 
and compulsion —will raise deep political 
and other questions which I for one should 
he extremely sorry to see raised at a time 
like this. As the noble Marquess said, in 
reference to the admirable speech of my 
noble friend Lord Rosebery, there are 
two measures which we have to consider 
ou this occasion, There is only one that 
is necessary for action, and that is any 
measure which will enable the Govern- 
ment promptly to deal with the question 
of the prosecution of the war in South 
Africa: I would venture to remind 
your Lordships that we have a statement 
trom Her Majesty's Government—we 
discount, perhaps, some of the figures 
that they have now 400,000 men at home 
whom they consider are disposable for 
home defence. It seems to me that we 
should exercise all the power and all the 
influence that we have to impress upon 
Her Majesty’s Government the importance 
of making that force effective. If the 
resolution of the noble Earl were passed 
what would be the effect of it? It cer- 
tzinly would not give us any more able 
men, drilled and qualified to deal with the 


The Earl of Dunraven. 
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present emergency. I am afraid, my 
Lords, it would have this effect-—that a 
considerable number of men who, by trade 
and by being fathers of families, and so 
forth, would object very much to running 
the risk of the.ballot for the Militia, would 
become Volunteers. That, to my mind, 
would he a possible and a practical result 
of any measure of this kind; but do we 
want to increase at this moment, in order 
to deal with the present crisis, the number 
of undrilled men? Why, my Lords, 
supposing the motion of the noble Earl is 
carried, and supposing that under that 
process we get another 100,000 men 


THE Eart or WEMYSS: That is not 
the motion. 


THE Ear or PORTSMOUTH: May 
I be allowed to say that no noble Lord 
exactly understands what the motion is ; 
and for this reason. The noble Earl put 
the motion on the Paper as it is printed, 
but, in rising to move it, added certain 
other words, and it will be admitted that 
the acoustic properties of this House are 
not at all remarkable. I have not been 
able to gather, and I do not believe that 
any other noble Lord gathers, what really 
are the precise words of the motion. At 
any rate, the motion has been amended in 
order that it may get more votes, but it 
will not enable us to increase the efficiency 
of our force at home. If vou had this 
large number of men, where are the arms 
and where are the officers? = Whilst. re- 
cognising the patriotic spirit and intention 
of the motion, and realising to the full 
perhaps we feel it more deeply than some 
of the members of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment—that the present crisis is a real 
crisis, we feel that we have but one course 
to take, which is to rely upon those who 
are responsible, and we hope we may 
bring home to them some sense of their 
responsibility, for national defence. I am 
sure it is much more important and 
practicable to impress upon the Govern 
ment the importance of making th 
400,000 men still at home a really effective 
force than to pass an abstract resolution 
which can have no practicable effect, 
which can give no military assistance in 
the present emergency, and which can 
only have the effect of somewhat 
embarrassing Her Majesty's Government. 


Viscount GALWAY: My Lords, I 


have no wish to give a silent vote on an 
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occasion like the present. With regard 
to the Yeomanry, will my noble friend 
allow me to thank him for his statement 
in respect to the allowance for horse. I 
ean assure the noble Marquess that he 
will find the commanding officers of the 
Yeomanry anxious to help him in making 
the scheme as great a success as possible, 
and to offer him any suggestions which 
they may think will be of benefit to him. 
Whilst disclaiming any desire to hamper 
the proposals of the Government, I feel 
myself compelled to support the resolu- 
tion of my noble friend. | look upon the 
question in this light—-whether or not 
there shall be a perfect machinery which 
can be set to work should an emergency 
call for it; and when I am told that the 
noble Marquess brought ina Bill last vear 
to make that machinery perfect, I do not 
think it is unreasonable that on an occa- 
sion like the present we should ask the 
Government to make it thoroughly per- 
fect. It is not much consolation to be 
told that because the Militia has been 
deticient in numbers for many years it 
should still continue to be deficient. 
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Lorp SALTOUN: My Lords, I 
should like for one moment to amplify 
the figures which were quoted by my 
noble friend Lord Northbrook.  [t will 
be within the memory of your Lordships 
that the noble Marquess the Secretary of 
State for War stated that we had 110,000 
men at home in the Regular service for 
present military purposes. He stated that 
amongst that 110,000 men there were 
seven cavalry regiments, twenty batteries 
ot artillery, and seventeen battalions of 
infantry. [ know that in Her Majesty’s 
Guards each battalion of infantry is very 
nearly double at the present moment that 
of an ordinary battalion on a war footing ; 
that is to say, they have nearly 2,000 
men in each battalion. But they are 
singularly short of officers, and have not 
sufficient non-commissioned officers to do 
anything like justice to these 2,000 men. 
If we take seven as the number of cavalry 
regiments and give them 500 sabres per 
cavalry regiment, the total works out at 
3.500. If we give the twenty batteries 
of artillery 150 men each, which is above 
war strength, it works out at 2,600. Let 
us take the seventeen battalions of infantry 
and put them at 2,000 men each ; this 
gives us 34,000 men for the whole seven- 
teen battalions. The reserves, we were 
informed by the noble Earl, were 12,000. 
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The total comes to 69,000 men, leaving 
the men at the depot and in the reserve 
not called out 40,900. I would like 
to ask the noble Marquess where these 
men are, because [ cannot believe that 
they are in the depots or in the country. 
We have heard also from the noble Mar- 
quess that there are 70,000 Militiamen left 
in the country just now. I would like to 
ask where they are. We all know how 
short the Militia battalions are. Many 
of them are not 500 strong, and some of 
the battalions have not as many as 300. 
But while the Secretary of State proposes 
with one hand to augment the Militia, 
he, with the other hand, proposes to give 
the men a bounty to induce them to enter 
other battalions. I think that is robbing 
Peter to pay Paul. 
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*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: | 

expressly said that the matter was an 
important one and required to be ex- 
amined, 


LorDSALTOUN: Yes, but if it is done 
it puts the whole thing in an impossible 
position. The noble Earl, in bringing 
forward this motion, does not desire in 
any way to do anything to embarrass 
Her Majesty’s Government, but rather to 
give them a power which they can use 
should the necessity call for its exercise, 
If there is any failure in raising the 
number of Volunteers provided for under 
the new scheme of the Government, what 
is the Secretary of State for War to fall 
back upon?! If the Militia ballot is in force 
the Government can fall back upon that, 
and [ cannot see what harm its acceptance 
can do to the Government. The Bill 
which the noble Marquess brought in last 
year isa most excellent one in its way, 
but it does not provide the machinery 
necessary to make the Act workable. If 
the machinery of the Act were made 
workable it would be a powerful weapon 
in the hands of the Minister for 
War. I hope the noble Earl will go toa 
division, and that he will be successful in 
carrying his motion. 


Lord BLYTHSWOOD: Having con- 
siderable knowledge of both Volunteers 
and Militia, and having, since [ left the 
Army, commanded a Volunteer battalion 


and for twenty years commanded a 
Militia battalion, which is now at this 
moment 900 strong on the Orange River, 
I cannot conceive why there should be 
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any objection te the motion of my noble 
friend. We want a really mobile force in 
thiscountry, and we are told that we should 
have a large uumber of raw recruits 
brought in by means of the ballot. 1 
fail to see the difference between men who 
come in voluntarily as raw recruits and 
men who are brought in by ballot. Then 
we are told that if men are obtained by 
the ballot they will not be able to be sent 
abroad. I maintain that if the Militia are 
inclined to volunteer for active service 
they will do so whether they come in 
under the ballot or not. L would remind 
your Lordships that the armies in the 
Peninsula were fed by Militia raised by 
the ballot, and that the Duke of Welling- 
ton stated that the battle of Waterloo 
had been won by the Militia battalions. 
Those battalions were raised by the ballot, 
and I think I am not acting wrongly in 
supporting the noble Earl’s motion. 
What is more, if it had been moved inthe 
terms in which it was first put down I 
should certainly have supported it. If 
this is not a time of crisis I should like to 
know what is. I cannot see why vou 
should not ask the manhood of the 
country to come forward to defend it. 
It is said that there are about 40,000,000 
inhabitants in these islands. Take 
5,000,000 as being the number of men 
hetween the ages of twenty and thirty- 
tive who would be eligible for service ; 
200,000 men out of that number would 
be only 4 per cent. Is it too much to 
ask + per cent. of the manhood of the 
country to defend it, or for us to give the 
Government power to call them out! If 
you do not secure this power now, how long 
will it take to get it! [I maintain that it 
is unwise to throw away the present 
opportunity. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I hope that the House is not alto- 
gether in the condition of my noble 
friend Lord Portsmouth, who has no 
idea what the question is we are asked to 
vote upon. The original motion was 
that the ballot should be put in force, but 
now it has been modified so as to provide 
that the ancient constitutional law of 
compulsory military service for home 
defence, and for home defence only, 
“should be at once so amended” that it 
may be put in force. That question 
might be argued on different grounds, 
but I do not propose to consider it. The 
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!is one which it would be desirable to pass. 


It is asked, ‘‘ What can be the possible 
harm of doing this? You are taking the 
same course In respect of the ballot as 
was taken by the noble Marquess last 
session when he placed before your Lord- 
ships a Bill dealing with the question. ’ 
But we are in a different position now ; 
and the real question is, how we can 
raise a force sufficient for the present 
emergency. The argument of the noble 
Marquess opposite is a forcible one, for he 
said that the passing of the resolution 
would not assist us in the smallest de- 
gree in getting trained troops. Is it 
expedient, therefore, at the present time 
to enter on this question of the ballot ? 
The mere question of amending the 
law, which I think desirable in itself 
is not alone involved, because a most 
serious discussion would arise in Parlia- 
ment on the whole policy of the ballot 
for the Militia; and I do not think that 
the moment is opportune for that dis- 
cussion. There would be two parties in 
this matter. There would be those who 
are deeply impressed with the emergency, 
and who think that any measure tending 
towards the increase of our military 
efficiency ought to be regarded with favour. 
And there would be another party who 
would look upon it as a direct incitement 
to a more warlike policy on the part of 
this country, and who would oppose it on 
that ground. It would not on either 
hand be regarded in its proper light—as 
a question of improving the position of 
an old constitutional force which nobody 
says ought not to be maintained. On 
previous occasions I have expressed the 
opinion that we ought to endeavour to 
improve the efficiency of the Militia ; and 
I am of the same opinion still. But the 
responsible Government are now pro- 
posing measures which they believe will 
increase the efticiency of the Militia, and 
though I do not see that this motion 
could be any embarrassment to the 
Government, | do not think we shall gain 
anything by entering upon a discussion of 
the whole question at the present time. 
I wish it to be clearly understood that | 
do not say that with any hostility to the 
possibility at some future time of having. 
recourse to the ballot, but so long an 
interval has occurred since the ballot was 
put into force that the question cannot 
be lightly raised. It would not benefit 


‘us to raise it at the present time, and 


question is whether the amended motion | 


Lord bl ythswood. 


though I appreciate very much the view 
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of Lord Northbrook, who has had great | 
experience in this matter, yet, weighing | military system, 


the whole question, I do not feel able 
to vote for this motion. 


THe Lorp PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) : 
My Lords, I am glad to be able to concur 
entirely with everything which has fallen 
from the noble Earl who has just sat down. 
I must also concur with many others who 
have addressed the House in regard to the 
extreme inconvenience which is caused by 
the course which the noble Earl in charge 
of this motion has thought fit to take. 
The motion on the Paper is one thing, 
but that now before the House is quite 
another, and it seems to me extremely 
inconvenient and scarcely fair to ask us to 
discuss a motion which has no reference 
whatever to the original motion on the 
Paper. I agree with the noble Earl that 
in its present form the effect of the motion 
would be to a great extent, if not entirely, 
innocuous, if not unmeaning. — It merely 
means that it would be expedient for us 
to introduce again the Bill which we 
introduced last year. That is a motion 
which the Government could hardly look 
upon as of a hostile character. But what 
would be the interpretation placed upon 
eur action by the country if that Bill 
were re-introduced at the present time ? 
Last year no one took any notice of the 
Bill. ‘This year no one would take notice 
of anything else ; and it would be simply 
trifling on the part of the Government 
if we were to submit such a measure to 
Parliament without having a serious 
intention at an early time of enforcing the 
principle of the ballot. The noble Earl 


who submitted the motion paraded again , 


the old familiar arguments which he has 
frequently before advocated in your Lord- 
ships’ House, and for which, on former 
occasions, he has found but little support. 

Tue Eart or WEMYSS: 


I carried it. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: Yes, 
twenty years ago, in a very small House. 


He has received larger support on this 
occasion, for he has heen reinforced by a 
number of the less enthusiastic persons 
who belong generally to the noble army, 
recruited from the men in the street and 
elsewhere, whoin any emergency find great 
comfort in the cry that “something must 
be done.” 


the assertion that the ballot for the Militia 
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for home defence is the foundation of our 
but he has never 
explained in what sense he makes that 
assertion, or how compulsory service for 
the Militia can be the foundation of a 
system which, in every other respect, rests 
upon voluntary service. I differ entirely 
from his assertion. [I say that the 
principle of our military system is volun- 
tary service; and though it has been 
admitted by the Prime Minister that the 
power of the ballot is one which it would 
be unwise to part with, and which con- 
ceivably might be put under requisition, 
and although it might have been expe- 
dient, as proposed last vear, to put in 
order the machinery of the ballot, vet I 
contend that the adoption of the principle 
of compulsion in such circumstances as 
exist now, or have done in recent years, 
not lie at the foundation of our 
military system, but is absolutely alien 
to it. I do not deny the existence of an 
emergency. We are engaged in a war— 
a great war —in which the Navy can take 
no part, and which has rendered necessary 
the sending out of the country of a very 
large portion of the Regular troops and 
their Reserves. That, no doubt, consti- 
tutes an emergency, which the Govern- 
ment fully recognises. But I do not 
think it is an emergency which altogether 
calls for the passionate—I will not say 
the almost hysterical—appeals which have 
been addressed to this House on two 
occasions by the noble Earl below the 
gangway. What is the actual nature of 
this emergency, and what are the 
demands upon Parliament which it is 
necessary to make in order to meet it ! 
The noble Earl suggested that it was an 
emergency which called for the mobilisa- 
tion of the Fleet. In our opinion, it is 
not an emergency which calls for such a 
measure. 


does 


THE Eart or ROSEBERY: What 
has been done, then, with regard to the 


Fleet ? 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: We 
believe that the Fleet in its present 
condition, and the measures which are in 
course of being taken, are amply sufficient 
to meet any calls which may be made on 
the Fleet either for the defence of our 
own shores or for the protection of our 
interests in any part of the world. We 
believe that, if a state of things were to 
arise which might render invasion more 
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probable or imperil any of our interests 
in any part of the world, it is in our 
power completely to mobilise the Fleet 
far more rapidly than it would be in the 
power of any other nation to do so. We 
(lo not consider that any such measure as 
is involved in the expression “ mobilisa- 
tion of the Fleet” is required by the 
present emergency. But we admit that 
an emergency exists in the fact that a 
very large portion of the troops and their 
Reserves, which are ordinarily in the 
country, are now engaged in South 
Africa, and the Government are taking 
measures to meet it. We propose to 
make a certain permanent increase in the 
strength of the Army; and also a tem- 
porary increase, and an appeal to the 
patriotism of those who have served in 
the Army to come forward for a limited 
time and join the Reserve battalions. 
But in the main we place our reliance on 
those Auxiliary forces which exist for no 
other purpose than .that of giving to us 
that feeling of security, or as much as 
possible of that feeling of security, which 
we enjoy in ordinary times when our 
Regular troops are at home within our 
shores. It is said that the Militia is 
helow strength. and therefore that extreme 
measures must he resorted to to raise it. It 
comes to this—the fact that we have a 
deficiency of 30,000 men in the Militia is 
to be the cause of compelling us to change 
the basis of our military system from a 
voluntary to a compulsory one. Have 
you considered what are the magnificent 
and generous inducements now held out 
to the Militiaman, and which have, up to 
the present time, failed to keep the 
Militia up to its full strength? You 
have asked him to give up his employ- 
ment, or chances of obtaining employ- 
ment, for the splendid sum of 1s. per day 
and an annual bounty of £1, and you are 
astonished that these magnificent terms 
do not keep vour Militia full at a period 
when labour in the labour market is at 
its very dearest. [ would suggest that, 
before resorting to what may be called 
panic measures, you should resort to 
the more simple expedient of offering 
to your Militiamen greater pecuniary 
inducements, something more equiva- 
lent to the service you demand of them, 
and not altogether disproportionate to 
what it is worth in the labour market. If 
there are objections—and I know’ there 
are—to increasing in a moment of ex- 


citement and agitation, and perhaps 


The Dale of Ln vonshire. 
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apprehension, the pay of Militiamen, if 
there are difficulties on account of the 
numerous questions which have been 


raised in connection with the whole ques- 


tion of the pay of the Army, then it is 
very easy, by some addition to the bounty 
which you give to the Militiaman on his 
engagement, during the period of his 
service, and at the completion of his 
service to raise the remuneration to 
something not altogether disproportionate 
to the service which you demand of him. 
The system of bounty might be tried. | 
doubt very much if it would be necessary 
to offer any extravagant bounty. Even 
under the present system you have plenty 
of recruits. What you fail to do is to 
keep them when their six years service 
isatan end. The Militiaman leaves the 
service at a time when he is becoming 
most highly trained, because it is not made 
worth his while to continue. Some very 
moderate inducement to a Militiaman of 
six years service, who is worth much more 
to you than when he was a recruit, would 
probably induce a very large number of 
these men to continue their service and re- 
engage for the period for which you require 
them. This system of bounty, so far as 
[ can see, is nothing we need be ashamed 
of. [may remind your Lordships that 
the American people in the Civil War, 
mainly througha system of bounties, raised 
an army which was counted by hundreds 
of thousands, as we were reminded by the 
noble Earl, Lord Rosebery, the other night. 
I believe it is true that in the Unmited 
States, as well as in our own country, 
compulsory service for the Militia is the 
law of the land, and I believe that during 
the great Civil War compulsory service 
in some instances in certain States 
was resorted to; but I believe also it is 
true that the great bulk of that enormous 
Army which was in existence at the close 
of the Civil War was raised by voluntary 
enlistment, stimulated, no doubt, by a 
most liberal system of bounties. I say 
that until we have tried this experi- 
ment, until we have seen whether some- 
thing may not be effected by the heroic 
measure of offering to a Militiaman some 
pecuniary inducement which is in some 
degree commensurate with the value of 
his service, there is no reason whatever 
why we should think it necessary to 
resort to that which is no doubt a part of 
our military system in certain times of 
emergency, but which, [ believe, is alien 
in spirit to the feelings, desires, and 
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opinions of the great majority of our 
fellow-countrymen. 


THE EARL OF ROSEBERY : My Lords, 
I will not inferpose long between your 
lordships and the division, and IT trust I 
shall not use any language which may be 
described as hysterical on this occasion, 
and may subject me to a renewal of such 
criticisms 
another place. 


have been expressed in 
I think the noble Duke's 
colleague in the House of Commons said 
they were “trembling accents.” The 
alteration of the motion by the noble 
Karl on the Cross Benches, whose vigorous 


as 


and eloquent speech, coming from one of 
his advanced vears, charmed us all this 
evening, has given rise to considerable 
The noble Earl behind 
me who complained, I think, had not 
taken the trouble to make himself master 
of the alteration. But the inconvenience 
caused was not accurately described 
either by the noble Duke or the noble 
Marquess who spoke from the front 
Treasury Bench. The inconvenience is 
simply this--that they had both prepared 
their speeches for the motion in its first 
form, and not in the form to which it has 
heen altered. I have had some experience 
of a feeling of that kind, and I pity them 
from the bottom of my heart. But 
| cannot alter things as they are. [cannot 
ask ny noble friend to bring back his 
motion to its original form, and therefore 
I can only offer the two Ministers who have 
spoken an expression of my profound 
sympathy. There is one other point to 
which I should like to allude. We have 
had the pleasure of hearing to-night, for 
the first time in these discussions, the 
President of the Ministerial Council of 
National Defence. I remember well, 
because [ was just then in the pleasant 
position of leaving office, the loud flourish 
of trumpets with which that Council of 
National Defence was announced. It was 
something which had never happened 
before in the history of the world. It was 
meant to reassure the whole British Empire 
as to our position either for defence or 
aggression. The positionof my noble friend 
as President of the Privy Council was 
insufficient to slake his energies, and 
he was put at the head of what I have 
ventured to call this bulwark of our 
Kmpire, with results which we know. 


inconvenience. 
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My noble friend pointed out clearly what 
are the alternatives, which he thinks are 
very desirable, to the proposal of the 
noble Earl. He has said, “* Pay as you 
do in the labour market. Give a bounty 
at the beginning or at the end ”—in the 
exhilarating profusion of his epithets | 
forget what his exact plan was. But | 
ask myself, How is it that the President 
of the Council of National Defence, aided 
by the eminent civilians who were good 
enough to confer with him in that arduous 
duty, has not produced this plan before. 
Why, instead of that, they produced in 
the last session a Bill for enacting the 
very ballot for the Militia which now the 
noble Duke indignantly repudiates. That 
is a point on which | want explanation : 
the noble Duke's speech having been 
framed for a totally different issue, he has 
omitted to give an explanation. The 
proposition is a simple one. Last session 
the noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for War came down and asked for the 
approval of this House fora Bill providing 
a ballot for the Militia. He then insisted 
(as far as any one can insist on anything 
in Parliament) on being invested with 
that power. Now it is not proposed to 
invest him with that power, but what is 
proposed is, that, in the opinion of this 
House, the Act at present existing should 
be made so available that, in certain con 
tingencies—not if any noble Lord or 
official noble Lord desires it, but if the 
Executive desires it—they shall have the 
power ot putting the ballot into force. 
What change has occurred since July last 
year, when the noble Marquess wanted 
nothing more than to be possessed of that 
power which he now spurns as though it 
were something eating into his vitats ! 
For four months we have been in a state 
of alarming war, with an enemy on our 
territory, and with liabilities all over the 
globe, which I referred to the other night, 
and to which I will not again allude. 
That is the change which has occurred 
since the Ballot Bill was introduced by 
the noble Marquess. In the face of these 
facts I have no conception of the logic of 
the Government. I| have attempted as 
assiduously as I could to follow their 
speeches. I know the difficulties under 
which those speeches were prepared and 
delivered. But I would rather move the 
adjournment of the House that they 
might prepare speeches more suitable for 


the occasion than give them my support 


against the motion. 
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THE PRIME MINISTER — anpb 
SECRETARY or STATE ror FOR- 
EIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
SALISBURY): My Lords, what we have 
to consider when this motion is put from 
the woolsack is what the result of it will 
he if carried. It will be to declare that, 
in the opinion of this House, we ought to 
introduce a Bill for effecting a purpose 
which no one has proved to be possible, in 
terms which no one has suggested. | How 
much nearer will you be to obtaining the 
remedy which you desire ¢ | am told my 
noble friend introduced a Bill last year. 
Well, as the Bill did not go through 
Parliament, I presume there were obstacles 
in the way. We have already heard to- 
night that that Bill would not put the 
hallot machinery into motion ; there are 
agreat many other things which must be 
taken into account before the ballot 
machinery can be worked. I have only 
to appeal to the noble Earl who sits 
opposite whether, with his Parliamentary 
experience, he imagines that any measure 
of that kind, if anybody could be found to 
draw it and to introduce it, would have 
the slightest chance of passing without 
the most angry and acrimonious debate. 
Is that desirable just now? It would 
raise, of course, a great many other ques- 
tions besides merely the question of the 
Militia ballot. It would raise the ques- 
tion of having a new military force of a 
kind to which we are so little accustomed 
in this country. We should have to ask 
whether the dangers were really so great. 
And as we have to do everything in 
public, we should have to discuss in public 
the dangers to which, in the view of the 
noble Earl, we are exposed. Would that 
be an advantage to the easy conduct of 
affairs in the peculiar circumstances which 
now stand before us? And then, suppos- 
ing that you got such a Bill drawn and 
introduced, and supposing you were 
not able to pass it, what would 
the effect be in other countries ? 
If you make this great, supreme 
effort to provide yourselves with a kind 
of defence to which you are not accus- 
tomed you should he certain that you 
will succeed. If you do not you will 
give an impression of your defencelessness 
which will add to the many dangers 
which the noble Earl enumerated the 
other night. Ido not think that that is 
a prospect which should allure us when 
we have plenty of difficulties around us, 
and when we have not the most svm- 
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pathetic judgment from many who criticise 
us from outside these islands. If you 
introduce this question of the ballot it 
‘annot remain at the ballot; it must be 
conscription. You will nat stop short of 
that result, if you once enter upon that 
course, when you remember that every 
nation in the Old World except yourselves 
has adopted conscription. But when you 
have adopted it you have still several 
difficulties to surmount. , No one seems 
to have asked himself, or, at least, to 
have examined with any kind of detail, 
what kind of reception it will meet 
with from the people of this country. 
This is not a Bill for a simple alteration of 
your administrative machinery, or the 
spending of a certain amount of money, 
or even for asserting some great political 
principle. This is a Bill which will earry 
excitement at least, possibly. consterna- 
tion, into every house and every cottage 
where there is a family in this country. 
Is that wise 4 I do not say there is any 
want of patriotism ; the last few months 
have negatived any such suspicion. — But 
still, if every family is told that on a 
contingency which is still uncertain 
depends whether one of their number is 
to be hurried to the wars, you cannot 
expect them to hear that information with 
entire resignation, and you cannot expect 
that the purport of it will not be ex- 
aggerated ; that they will not conjure up 
many dangers that do not exist in reality : 
that you will not produce an amount, at 
least, of discontent or, at all events, of 
excitement very much tin excess of the 
area of the legislative action that you 
cover. And beyond that, 1 heard one 
noble Lord say that if you press the 
people too {much to go into the Militia 
they will go into the Volunteers. [I sus- 
pect they will take a more effective 
remedy than that. I think they will go 
over the water into other countries 
where their own religion, their own 
language, and, in many cases, their own 
institutions still prevail, and where there 
is no ballot to frighten them as to the 
military duties that would be imposed 
upon them. There was a curious state- 
ment in the newspapers the other day, but 
I have not been able to trace it home. — It 
was a statement that there was a sudden 
rush of young men, emigrants, arriving 
at New York. They were asked why so 
many people of the same age came at 
once, and they said, ‘‘ We understand the 
ballot for the Militia is going to be intro- 
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duced, and we wish to get out of the way | 


in time.” I think there will be a good 
deal of that feeling. You are wandering 
on unknown ground, and it will be a 
terrible disenchantment if you find that 
this great remedy in which you believe, 
this engine, is broken in your hand, and 
that without any resource beyond you 
are unable to call together a sufficient 
force for the defence of the country. — | 
confess I prefer a more cautious way. 
I prefer the plan of seeing what effect the 
inducements that we have hithertoused will 
haveinthefuture. At all events, we do not 
want to run the risk of awakening emotions 
to which we are accustomed at a time 
when it is above all things necessary that 
the nation should work in harmony. No- 
body pretends that if you pass this 
motion, or if you pass the Bill which it 
represents, it would give you any material 
assistance in whatever difficulties may 
surround you now; but, on the other 
hand, it may raise difficulties which may 
excite and produce feelings and passions 
which may be a source of danger at this 
moment. There is one reflection which 
I will submit to you. It is quite true 
that all the other nations of the Old 
World have adopted, in some form or 
other, compulsory service ; but it is also 
true that all the other nations of the 
world have suffered the horrors of inva- 
sion. I doubt very much whether you 
will obtain hearty support for a measure 
which wili press hard upon — the 
liberty of the English people unless 


some events occur-—God grant they 
may never oceur—which will frighten 
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as to the danger of invasion. 
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the people 
We might wish it was otherwise. We 
might wish that the population were so 
meditative and so far-sighted that they 
would take precautions before the danger 
arose, and would undergo great sacrifices 
and consent to severe restrictions in order 
that those dangers might never come upon 
them. We might wish that that would 
be the case, but vou know that that is not 
the nature of a population who pay little 
attention to political matters, and are en- 
gaged in the pursuit and interests of daily 
life, and would not weigh the necessity of 
putting their necks into this heavy voke 
until some real danger is upon them. 
While quite understanding the course 
that foreign countries have taken, and 
quite admitting that there is a certain 
moral value in conscription, which we can- 
not deny, and that several foreign nations 
have been, as it were, compressed into a 
unity that did not exist before by the 
existence of this measure, [ do not think 
for the present, so far as our eyes can 
reach, that that kind of legislation or that 
species of defence is open to us. But 
whatever we do, do not let us attempt it 
until we have very fair certainty of 
success, because it will produce an 
amount of division, an amount of panic, 
and it is possible an amount of sinister 
pleasure and anticipation on the part of 
our enemies abroad which will make us 
regret that we were not content to go on 
developing that system which has kept us 
so secure and has served us so well. 

On Question, their Lordships divided * 
—Contents, 42 ; Not-contents, 69. 
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House adjourned a quarter before Eight of the clock, to Thursday 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Puesdiy, 20th February, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that in the 
ease of the following Bills, referred on 
the first reading thereot, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, namely 





Cheshire Lines Committee Bill. 
Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast 
Railway Bill. 
Maidenhead Gas Bill. 
Vale of Rheidol Light Railway Bill. 
Ordered that the Bills be read a second 
time. 


HASTINGS CORPORATION BILL. 
HASTINGS HARBOUR BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
WOLVERHAMPTON, ESSINGTON, AND 
CANNOCK CHASE JUNCTION RAIL- 

WAY BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed. 

HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND 
WISHAW TRAMWAYS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be 


brought in by Mr. Asquith and Mr. 
M ‘Arthur. 





next, half-past Ten of the clock. 


WELLINGBOROUGH AND DISTRICT 
TRAMROADS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Atherley-Jones and 
Mr. Samuel Evans. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 

Petition for additional Provision ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROYVI 
SIONAL ORDER BILL. 
MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolutions reported from the Com 
mittee. 


1. “That, in the case of the Airdrie 
and Coatbridge Tramways Petition, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with. That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill, provided that the 
powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 2, 
and 3 are struck out of the Bill. 
That the Committee on the Bill do report 
how far such Order has been complied 
with.” 

2. “That, in the case of the Devonport 
Corporation Petition, the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with. That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with their 
Bill, provided that the powers to construct 
Tramways Nos. 4 and 4A are struck out 
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of the Bill. That the Committee on the | Denaby Main; Old Thorneliffe ; Wharn- 
Bill do report how far such Order has | cliffe Silkstone ; Lidgett ; Batley ; North 
heen complied with.” 'Gawber; and Emley Collieries; to lie 

3. “That, in the case of the South | Upen the Table. 
Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Petition, ee eee ae a es 
the Season Gola ought to be dis- NAT nom Ads aig AGS ieagiepseeaa 
pensed with. That the parties be per- Petition from Camberwell, in favour ; 
mitted to proceed with their Bill, provided % lie upon the Table. 
that the powers to construct Tramways lida A Sia ieee 
Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 are struck PAYMENT OF JURORS. 
out of the Bill. That the Committee on Petition from London and other places, 
the Bill do report how far such Order has | in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 
heen complied with.” REN As eee oes — 

4, “That, in the case of the Shannon eae OT ae ee sia 
Water and Electric Power Petition, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with. That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with ed Bill, on condition that 
aproviso be added to Clause 37 that no : lk Ap ROR hh disteden ty oe es 
i ovskion stations shall be erected upon — See eee = 
the land comprised in that Clause or upon i" 
any other lands than those specified in the 
Bill for that purpose, That the Com- 
mittee on the Bill do report how far such) gi-x pay CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
Order has been complied with. BILL. 

Petition from Carlisle, in favour ; to lie 

upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Chelmsford : 
Tavistock ; Nottingham; Bulwell; and 
Carlisle ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Liverpool andi 
Carlisle ; to lie upon the Table. 


Resolutions agreed to, 


ren TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
PETITIONS. nee ; ; oe ae 
Petitions in favour, from Lossiemouth : 
Raita North Berwick; and Loanhead; to lie 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES upon the Table. 
BILL, 
Petition from Camberwell, in favour: 
to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EDUCATION (SCHOOL BOARDS, ETC.) 
(ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Copy presented,—of list of School 
Boards and School Attendance Com- 
mittees in England and Wales, Ist 
January, 1900 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO BILL. 
Petition from Carlisle, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(WALES) BILL. 
Petition from Carlisle, in favour; to 


lie upon the Table. CIVIL) SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS, 1900-1901 (VOTE ON 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ ACCOUNT). 
SUPERANNUATION, Estimate presented,--showing — the 
_ Petition from Bolton (Lancashire), in several Services for which a Vote on 
favour ; to le upon the Table. Account is required for the year ending 
3ist March, 1901 [by Command]: 
MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. Referred to the Committee of Supply, 


Petitions in favour, from Hornthorpes ; 2d to be printed. [No. 66.] 
Rotherham ; Roundwood ; Aldwarke 3 
Low Stubbin; Tyldesley; Lea Green; = COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Primrose Main ; Stanhope Silkstone : Copy presented,—of Report No. 288 
Houghton Main; Darfield Main; New- (Basutoland, Annual Report for 1898 
hall and Middleton; Monckton Main; 9) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Barnsley Main ; Whitehaven ; Swinton; Table. 
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BRITISH MUSEUM. 

Copy ordered,—‘ of Account of the 
Income and Expenditure of the British 
Museum (Special Trust) Funds) for the 
year ending 3lst day of March, 1900; 
and Return of the number of persons 
admitted to visit the Museum and the 
British Museum (Natural History) in each 
year from 1894 to 1899, both years in- 
clusive ; together with a Statement of the 
Progress made in the Arrangement and 
Description of the Collections ; and an 
Account of Objects added to them in the 
year 1899.”-—( Ur. J. Morley.) 


WUESTIONS. 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAR.—APPLICATION 
OF THE PATRIOTIC FUND. — THE 
COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY. 

Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Rotherham): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether any of the 
members of the Committee appointed by 
the Government to inquire into the ad- 
ministration of the Patriotic Fund are 
themselves Patriotic Commissioners. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): Before the right hon. Gentle- 
man answers that question, may I ask if 
there is any precedent, in the constitution 
of a Committee of this kind, for omitting 
the name of the hon. Member to whose 
initiative and investigation the action is 
due? I refer to my hon. friend the 
Member for Devonport. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SSURY (Mr. A. J. BaALrour, Manchester, 
E.): The hon. Gentleman who asks me 
that question is confusing a Parliamentary 
Committee with the sort of Committee 
which I have attempted to frame. I have 
carefully excluded those who took a pro- 
minent public part in the debates on this 
‘question. There are friends of mine on 
this side of the House who took an active 
part in the debates, and would have been 
‘glad to serve, but I thought it would be 
far better that this Committee should, as 
far as possible, be outside the controversy, 
and for that reason I have been glad to 
‘obtain the services of so distinguished a 
Chairman as Lord Justice Henn Collins. 
With regard to the question on the Paper, 
the suggestion is that two members have 
been placed on the Committee who have 
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an interest in keeping unchanged the 
constitution of the Royal Patriotic Fund. 
The Lord Mayor is only an ex officio 
member serving for his year of office, and 
I believe the only occasion on which he 
appeared at a meeting of the fund was in 
order to explain how, under the existing 
management, the fund was so unpopular 
that contributions to his fund would not 
willingly be paid over to the management 
of the Patriotic Fund. As regards Mr. 
W. Lidderdale, he is a reformer in this 
matter, arid is by no means wedded to 
the existing system under which the fund 
is administered. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Arising out of this answer, may [| ask 
whether it has come to the knowledge of 
the right hon. Gentleman that there is 
some dissatification at the constitution of 
the Committee, as announced by him, felt 
by some of the persons interested in the 
matter. It is in the knowledge of the 
right hon. Gentleman that a large portion 
of the funds referred to are invested for 
the benefit and education of Catholic 
children? I do not know whether he 
would permit representations to be made 
to him as to enlarging the Committee by 
the addition of other names. 


Str R. T. REID (Dumfries Burghs) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman tell us if 
he has made any arrangements for filling 
the place of Lord Justice Henn Collins 
during the time he is occupied on this 
Committee, having regard to the fact that 
the Court of Appeal is quite unable to 
overtake its work ! 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : I should like to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether, having regard 
to the fact that three members of the 
body whose actions are impugned are on 
the Committee, it would not be desirable 
that one gentleman at least of those 
associated with the criticism of the fund 
should also be on the Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 
explained that the Members who have 
defended the fund have also been ex- 
cluded. With regard to the question of 
the hon. and learned Member for Dum- 
fries, I presume that as Lord Justice 
Henn Collins has been good enough to 
accept this office he sees no difficulty in 
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5D7 Questions. 


If the hon. Gentleman will put a question | 


on the Paper I will consult with the Lord 
Chancellor, with whose department the 
matter rests. With regard to the 
question of the hon. Member for 
Waterford as to the powers of this 
tribunal, as I believe it to be a thoroughly 
impartial tribunal I am sure that any re- 
presentations made by the hon. Gentleman 
with regard to any evidence he may have 
to give, either on the subject about which 
he asks a question or any other subject 
connected with the Patriotic Fund, will 
he attended to by the Committee. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 
hon. Gentleman has misunderstood my 
question. I did not ask whether evidence 
would be received, which I take for 
vranted, but whether the constitution of 
the body would be so altered as to meet 
objections entertained by certain classes. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
that any alteration of the body would 
meet the criticisms. If I altered the 
body to meet the wishes of the hon. 
Gentleman [ would also have to alter it to 
meet the wishes of other hon. Gentlemen 
who have asked me questions. There is 
no conceivable way of framing a Com- 
mittee which will command absolute 
assent on every side of public opinion, | 
have endeavoured to frame an impartial 
tribunal. There are only two ways of 
constituting such a Committee as this. 
One is to have represented on it all the 
various supporters of various questions 
brought before the Committee, and the 
other is to establish an impartial tribunal. 
30th bodies are effective in their way ; 
hut I have chosen the latter as the better 
one to deal with this particular matter. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): May I ask whether this Committee 
will have power to call for persons and 
Papers—— 


Mr. SPEAKER; Order, order! I 
think notice should be given of that and 
all other questions relating to this 
matter. 


Mr. P. O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): Perhaps 
you will allow me to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must give notice. 
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THE JAMESON RAID. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to. 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether any German official conveyed a 
warning to any official of Her Majesty’s 
Government that Germany had reason to: 
believe some act of aggression was con- 
templated on the part of British subjects 
against the Transvaal, shortly prior to the: 
Jameson raid. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The only 
reference to this subject with which. I am 
acquainted will be found on page 550 of 
the appendix of the Report of the South 
African Committee. 


ABSTENTION FROM MILITARY OPERA- 
TIONS IN “NATIVE DISTRICTS.” 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 

[beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

the Colonies whether the term “native 

districts ” will include all districts where 
the natives form a majority of the popu- 
lation, in districts of South Africa; if 

British forces, as well as Boers, are to be 

expected to refrain from entering or 

utilising native districts; and if British 
troops, as well as Boers, will be instructed 
to retire from all such native districts. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The answer to the first 
question is in the negative; and to the 
second, that I cannot lay down rules in a 
matter which is subject to military con- 
siderations, but that the principle guiding 
the question is to keep the natives entirely 
out of the struggle if possible, but not to 
prevent them from defending themselves 
and their property if they are attacked. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say what constitutes 
a native district ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That de- 


pends on who uses the term. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg te 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Boers have invaded Zulu- 
land; whether he is aware that a large 
flying column of mounted troops was 
despatched many weeks ago from Natal 
to Zululand previous to any incursion by 
3oer troops ; and.whether Her Majesty’s. 
(Government will inform President Kruger 
that these British troops will be with- 
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drawn if the Boer troops also are with- 
<dlrawn. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The answer 
te the first question is in the affirmative. 
As to the second, yes. <A small flying 
column appears to have been sent about 
tive weeks ago, but the Boer forces had 
previously violated the border and 
attacked and burnt the magistracy at 


Ingwavuma at the end of October. The | 


answer to the third is no, Sir. I do not 
know whether the hon. Member is aware 
that Zululand is under British control. 


Mr. P. OBRIEN: I am also aware 
that other parts are under British control. 
Is it not a fact that the contention of the 
Government is that the Transvaal also is 
under British control / 


| No answer was given. | 


TRANSVAAL GOLD MINES. 

Mr. MSKENNA (Monmouth, N.): [beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the Colo- 
nies whether his attention has been called 
ito certain statements recently made in a 
French newspaper, Le Siecle, according to 
which French and German investors own 
upwards of one-half of the total shares in 
‘Transvaal gold mines, and British in- 
westors in the British Isles and in the 
Colonies own less than one-half of the 
total of such shares ; and whether he has 
simy information which would confirm or 
contradict these statements. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have not 
seen the statement, and I have no infor- 
mation enabling me either to confirm or 
to contradict it. 

BRITISH INDIAN VOLUNTEERS IN 
NATAL. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether a large number of 
Indians in Natal have offered their ser- 
vices free of cost; and whether and to 
what extent that offer has heen accepted. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, Sir. A 
number of Natal Indians volunteered for 
service in any capacity without remunera- 
tion, and though their services as soldiers 
were not accepted, they were engaged to 
act as leaders for the Indian ambulance 
hearers. I do not 


know the exact 


i 
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‘number so employed. The facts are 
stated at page 249 of Cd. 43. 


Mr. DILLON: In view of the large 
pay being given to the colonial soldiers, 
will the right hon. Gentleman take into 
consideration the desirability of offering 
some remuneration to these Indians? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
think that would be a courteous way of 
treating their offer to serve without 
remuneration. 


BRITISH INDIANS EXPELLED FROM 
THE TRANSVAAL. 

Sr MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): 1 beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he has any  informa- 
tion with regard to a report widely 
circulated in India that among Her 
Majesty’s subjects who received notice 
last October from the Boer Government 
to quit the Transvaal on the outbreak 
of hostilities were eighty-two British 
Indian settlers of Natal: that although 
they wished to return to Natal they 
were forcibly deported to India; that 
prior to their embarkation they were 
placed in charge of the Portuguese 
military authorities at Delagoa Bay : 
and that while thus detained Portu- 
guese soldiers subjected them to brutal 
treatment, robbed them of all their 
money, and, outraged the modesty of 
their women; and if so, will he state 
how it was that the british representa- 
tive at the place of detention did not 
remonstrate with the Portuguese autho- 
rities, or take other necessary measures 
for the protection of the refugees. 

*THeE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
The Foreign Office has no informa- 
tion in regard to the — ineident 
teferred to. Many British Indian 
subjects who fled from the Transvaal to 
Lorenzo Marques were sent to India, then 
passages being paid out of the Lord 
Mayor’s Fund. Her Majesty’s Consul at 
Lorenzo Marques will be instructed by 
telegraph to report the facts. 

UITLANDERS WITH ‘SHE BRITISH 

FORCES. 

Mr. DILLON: L beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he 
can now state how many Uitlanders from 
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the South African Republic are serving 
with the British forces in South Africa, 
and in what regiments they are enrolled ; 
and how many citizens of Natal and of 
Cape Colony respectively are serving 
with British forces. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpHam, 
Dover): I have not the information 
necessary in order to discriminate between 
Uitlanders and others serving in colonial 
forces raised in South Africa. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the hon. Gentle- 
man undertake to inquire ? [ understood 
the Colonial Secretary to promise to get 
the information. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [am afraid it will 
be quite impossible to get the informa- 
tion, probably until after the war. A 
great number of these forces are serving 
in different parts of South Africa, and we 
cannot undertake to ask for an elaborate 
return from the officers commanding the 
troops in the field. 


THE CANADIAN COMMAND—MAJOR 
GENERAL HUTTON. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he is in a position to state 
the reasons that have led to the resigna- 
tion of his Canadian command by Major 
General Hutton. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Major General 
Hutton has been given employment in 
South Africa, for which he has long been 
anxious. 


LORD METHUEN’S FORCE—ALLEGED 
INSUBORDINATION., 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether a 
British officer in the army commanded 
by Lord Methuen refused to obey Lord 
Methuen’s orders in face of the enemy. 
And whether this otticer has been relieved 


-of his command and is now in England. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no know- 
ledge of any British officer in South 
Africa having refused to obey orders. 


PAY OF THE COLONIAL TROOPS. 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 


‘Secretary of State for the Colonies 
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whether 12s. a day is paid to troopers in 
Colonel Bayly’s corps in Cape Colony : 
and, if so, whether the expenses of this 
corps are charged on the colony or on the 
Imperial Treasury. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The corps to 
which the hon. Member refers cannot be 
identified ; but I am not aware of any 
corps in which the pay of a trooper is 
2s. a day. 


FIELD GLASSES. 

Caprain JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
frequent reports as to the use of field 
glasses by the Boers, the War Oftice will 
issue a certain proportion of field glasses 
to Her Majesty’s troops, especially to the 
mounted branches. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Ves, Sir. A large 
number have been sent to South Africa. 
I have already stated this. 


*Carrain JESSEL: Will the War 
Oftice take steps to recoup the ofticers of 
Regular regiments who have already pro- 
vided field glasses for the N.C.O.’s and 
men at their own expense ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will ‘consider 
that matter. 


IRISH CONVICTS—ALLEGED OFFER 
OF PARDON ON CONDITION OF 
ENLISTMENT. 

Mr. DILLON: [ beg toask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether con- 
victs in Irish gaols are being offered 
pardons on condition that they will enlist 
tor service in South Africa. 


*Mr. WILLLAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 

S.): Before the hon. Gentleman answers 
that question, | would ask him if he 
thinks he ought to take notice of so 
scandalous a question. 


| No answer was given. | 


WEARING OF THE SHAMROCK BY 
IRISH) SOLDIERS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : 7 hee to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether instructions will he given 
to commanding officers in South Africa 
not to prohibit the wearing of shamrock 
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by Irish soldiers on Patrick’s Day 
next; and whether any steps will be 
taken by the War Office to send sham- 
rock to the Irish troops in South Africa. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No _ instructions 
are necessary. Commanding officers have 
authority to allow emblems to be worn, 
if they think it expedient. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: The hon. 
Member has not answered the last part 
of the question. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The War Office is 
very fully occupied in sending to South 
Africa tor the benefit of the troops stores 
of a more substantial character, which in 
the circumstances are likely to be more 
appreciated. 


DEFICIENCY OF CAVALRY OFFICERS. 

Mr. a see apt ei? (Dorset- 
shire, N.): I beg to ask the Under Seere- 
tary of aes ite for War whether the 17th 
Lancers embarked for South Africa six 
officers short of their establishment ; 
whether the other regiments of the 4th 
Cavalry Brigade are also short of their 
proper number of officers ; and whether 
efforts were made to fill up the vacancies 
from the Reserve of Officers or from the 
Yeomanry. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Two of the regi- 
ments referred to were short of ofticers on 
embarkation, chietly because some of them 
were already serving in South Africa. 
Those officers may be ordered to join 
their units at the discretion of the general 
officer commanding. Vacancies have been 
as far as possible filled by eligible 
otticers from the Reserve or from the 
Yeomanry or other sources. In one case 
there were as many as three. 


OFFICERS’ EQUIPMENT. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint 
3oroughs): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 


tary of State for War whether it is the | 


fact that officers recently gazetted and 
ordered to the front are required under 
the regulations of the War Office to spend 
a considerable sum in the purchase of 
uniforms which cannot be used while the 
officers are on active service ; and whether 
the regulations will be relaxed in favour 
of such officers. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Officers embarking 
for South Africa are only required to 
have undress uniform besides their khaki 
outfit. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: Has_ not 
complaint been frequently made by officers 
in this respect ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have received no 
such complaint ; every officer wil! ap- 
preciate having an undress uniform on 
board ship. 

NUMBER OF TROOPS IN SOUTH 
AFRICA. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for W ar if he will state the number 
of Imperial and Colonial troops under 
arms in South Africa, and the number on 
their way there, or about to be despatched 
to the seat of war. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must refer the 
hon. Member to a full account which I 
gave in reply to a question put on the 
Sth instant by my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for North Islington.* The total is 
194,000. 


TRANSPORT SERVICE—THE GORDON 
HIGHLANDERS. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON — (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War, whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the inconveni- 
ence caused by the arrangement under 
which only one of the two service com- 
panies of the Gordon Highlanders, 
accepted for service in South Africa, were 
able to leave Aberdeen on 16th February; 
whether both companies were ready with 
kits and aczoutrements packed for ship- 
ment, under orders from the War Office, 
on Thursday the 15th to start for 
Southampton ; and why at the last 
moment the authorities only provided 
transport for one company ; and whether 
instructions will at once be issued to 
insure the departure of the second com- 
pany at the earliest possible moment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Although it is 
now evident that there were two ser- 
vice companies of Volunteers of the 
Gordons for service in South Africa, it 
was not so understood, and provision was 





*See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth 
Series], Vol. lxxviii., page 905. 











mM 
C0 
en 
of 
wl 


ot 
Di 


Co 
ha 


an 
obt 
ant 
opl 


Ire 


We) 
Im 


Wa 


cha 


any 
pu 4 


Say. 
int 
has 
are 
thi 


M 
I he 
for 
oblis 
of tl 
the 
that. 
cate 
ship 
seve) 
this 
reas 
urge 
rem 
decl 
arar 

M 
Rese 
and | 


V¢ 








4 


1g 
So 
to. 


ki 


ot 
I's 


of 
er 
er 
mn 


id 


1e 


ed 


th. 








565 (Questions. 


not made for the transport of the second 
company. It has now been ordered to 
embark on the 24th inst. in the place 
of a company which is not ready, but for 
which transport had been taken up. 


PURCHASE OF HORSES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : On behalf 
of the Hon. MEMBER for the St. Patrick 
Division of Dublin, I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 
Colonel McClane and Mr. A. C. Welch 
have been sent to Austria to purchase 
1,000 horses at £50 each, and whether 
any offer was made on similar terms to 
obtain a supply of horses from Ireland ; 
and whether expert officials expressed an 
opinion that they could do better in 
Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: These two officers 
were, I believe, sent to Austria by the 
Imperial Yeomanry Committee, and not 
hy the Remount Department of the 
War Office. The War Office is pur- 
chasing horses in Ireland. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 
any agent employed by the War Office to 
purchase horses in the south of Ireland ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: IT am unable to 
say. | know we are purchasing horses 
in the nerth, and a right hon. Gentleman 
has just submitted a complaint that we 
are buying more horses from Catholics 
than from Protestants. 


SEPARATION ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. CARLILE (Buckinghamshire, N.): 
I heg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether Reservists’ wives are 
obliged to produce the birth certificates 
of their children before they can receive 
the separation allowance for them ; and 
that, as the registrar’s fee for each certifi- 
cate isa fixed charge of 3s. 7d., a hard- 
ship exists in cases where women have 
several children, or are too poor to bear 
this initial expense; and whether, by 
reason of the special circumstances and 
urgency of the case, their fees might be 
remitted, or that some other form of 
declaration costing nothing might be 
wranged and accepted by the paymaster. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. The 
Reservist on joining declares the name 
and address of his wife and the number 
[FourtH SErtks. | 
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of his children, and the separation allow- 
ance is issued on this evidence; but if 
through the carelessness of the Reservist 
or for other reasons a certificate of mar- 
riage or birth were required, the cost of 
obtaining such certificate would be ad- 
admitted as a charge against the public. 


MILITIA ARTILLERY. 

Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suffolk, 
Sudbury) : I beg to ask the Under Seere- 
tary of State for War whether it is the 
intention of the Government to embody 
any of the Militia Artillery ; and whether, 
having regard to the scarcity of officers 
in that force, they are prepared to offer 
any inducements to gentlemen to apply 
for commissions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will ask my hon. 
friend to postpone this. May I add that 
if hon. Members would give longer notice 
it would be an act of consideration on 
their part which would be very highly 
appreciated by the staff of the War 
Oftice. 


MILITIA—RATE OF PAY. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether instructions were 
recently issued by the War Office, direct- 
ing that Militiamen under eighteen years 
of age will be paid during embodiment at 
the rate fixed by Royal Warrant for boys 
in the Regular forces, namely, 8d. per 
day, whereas those affected by the order 
were all enlisted as men, were promised 
ls. aday pay, and have been doing men’s 
duty. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There was some 
misapprehension on this subject at first : 
but instructions have been given to all 
general officers that Militiamen on em- 
bodiment are to have the full rate of Is. 
a day. 


RANGE ACCOMMODATION. 

Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War if the 6th Battalion of the 
Warwickshire Militia, which has left for 
South Africa, has been without rifle 
practice since last year’s training ; if the 
5th Battalion of the same Militia, which 
is daily expecting to leave Colchester for 
the front, is only having Morris-tube 
practice, but no shooting at the range : 

C 
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and if Lord Compton’s Horse, during 
their training at Colchester, had only one 
day’s rifle practice, and for that had to go 
to Landguard Fort in another county 
owing to the Colchester rifle range being 
still closed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In reply to the 
first paragraph no Line or Militia bat- 
talion practises in the winter. The 5th 
Battalion is not going to South Africa. 
As to Lord Compton’s Horse, 1 have no 
information ; it is quite impossible to 
obtain it at so short notice. 

MILITIA VOLUNTEERS ATTESTA- 

TIONS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary for War if the 
same securities as regards attestation in 
each individual case possessed by recruits 
for the Regular Army are equally possessed 
by individual members of the Militia, in 
connection with volunteering for foreign 
service ; and, if not, why not. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question asked 
of a Militiaman on enlistment as regards 
his service is—‘‘ Are you willing to be 
attested for the term of years (pro- 
vided Her Majesty should so long require 
vour services) as a Militiaman for the 
county of , to serve in 
the corps.” On 
assenting he becomes liable to serve 
wherever his corps is ordered on home 
service. He cannot be sent abroad 
unless he personally consents to do so. 
His securities are in every way as com- 
plete as those of the recruit of the Regular 
Army. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Is the 
same question put to a man when he is 
asked to go on foreign service as when he 
is asked to serve at home?! If not, why 
not ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the hon. 
Member is confusing the two things the 
original enlistment and the chance offered 
the man of volunteering for foreign 
service. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Will the 
hon. Gentleman be good enough to tell 
me—— [Interruptions. ] 

Mr. SPEAKER : 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: | do not 
think I ought to be interrupted in this 


Order, order! 
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manner. What I want to know is 
whether the same questions are put toa 
man when he is asked to go abroad as 
when he is enlisted for home service ’ 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have stated that 
several times, and I believe the hon, 
Member has another «question on the 
Paper raising the same point. He has 
heen told that after a man has volunteered 
the general officer always gives him an 
opportunity of reconsidering his decision. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN ; Is it not 
the fact that in the first case the 
Militiaman is asked individually 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! — If 
the hon. Member has any further ques- 
tion he must put it down. He cannot 
now enter into an argument. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: | beg to 
give notice I will raise this question in 
another form. 


IRISH MILITIA VOLUNTEERS 
ALLEGED COMPULSION. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
what records, if any, and how sub- 
stantiated, exist as to the alleged volun 
teering for foreign service of soldiers of 
the Irish Militia, not Reserve men : if he 
will produce these records in the case of 
the South Cork Militia now stationed at 
Dover. And whether the orders for em- 
barkation of the Louth Militia stationed 
at Sheffield have been cancelled ; and, if 
so, why. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An independent 
staff officer was present, when the South 
Cork Militia paraded, in order to ensure 
that no pressure was put upon the men. 
He reported that some men were unwill- 
ing to go on foreign service. There is 
no other record. The orders for the 
Louth Militia to embark have been 
cancelled because an insufficient number 
of men were willing to go. A Scottish 
hattalion has taken its place. I may add 
that there is a keen competition among 
Militia battalions for the honour of serving 
abroad. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Is this the 
regiment the hon, Gentleman referred 
to in his speech last night / 


[No answer was given. | 
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Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 


ask the Under Secretary of State for 


War whether he will inquire whether the 
Wexford Militia stationed at Aldershot 
have refused to proceed to the front, and 
if so on what grounds ; and whether any 
of the men are to be tried by court- 
martial for refusing to go to the war. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The required 
proportion did not volunteer for foreign 
service. To ask why any did not 
volunteer would be putting on pressure, 
which has always been avoided. 


YEOMANRY AND VOLUNTEER PER- 
MANENT STAFFS. 

Captain JESSEL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
Yeomanry and Volunteers are being 
invited to train for a month, the 
War Office will take immediate steps 
to replace the members of the permanent 
staff whe have gone to South Africa, or 
who are engaged in training the Imperial 
Yeomanry. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. 


are being taken. 


Steps 


REORGANISATION OF THE WAR 
OFFICE. 

Capratns NORTON : T beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the abortive result of 
the War Oftice Reorganisation Committee 
after sitting for sixteen months, the 
Secretary of State will consider the ad- 
visability of dissolving that committee 
and appointing «a fresh one for the 
purpose of investigating the methods of 
conducting business in the military, 
financial, ordnanee, and works and 
Imildings departments of the War Office ; 
and whether he would have any objection 
to associate with that inquiry some of 
the Members of this House who have had 
wide experience in the conduct of com- 
mercial and professional undertakings, 
and others who are acquainted with the 
requirements of the Army. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : No such step is at 
present in contemplation. 


REJOINING THE COLOURS. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 


W.): I beg te ask the Under Secretary | 
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of State for War whether discharged 
soldiers of twelve years service rejoining 
the colours will he permitted to serve on 
for a pension. 





Mr. WYNDHAM: My hon. friend 
will find in an Army Order published to- 
' day the terms governing bounty and pen- 
_ sion for discharged soldiers who re-enlist in 
Reserve battalions. Inrespectof the tifteen 
permanent battalions, men who re-enlist 
_and have at least three years to serve will 
be allowed to serve on for pension. The 
conditions upon which this will be per- 
mitted are under consideration. 


BRITISH CENTRAL AFRICAN 


REGIMENT. 

Mr. BUCHANAN — (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether the officer in 
command in Mauritius has reported on 
the recent outbreak of the British Centra! 
African Regiment there ; and where the 
regiment is to be stationed in the future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. The 
terms of the report are favourable as to 
the conduct of the men generally, who 
were undoubtedly the subjeet of much 
insulting and provocative treatment by 
the inhabitants of the island. The 
second part of the question is under con- 
sideration. 


MEDICAL ORGANISATION FOR 
THE RESERVES. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON: [| beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
what steps are proposed to be taken in 
connection with the scheme of the 
Government for increasing the efficiency 
of the Army to create a proper effective 
medical organisation for the Militia, 
Yeomanry, and Volunteers, and would it 
he represented at the War Office by 
proper staff officers ; and if it is proposed 
to vive effect to the numerous recommen- 
dations to the War Office to create the 
bearer companies of the Volunteer in- 
fantry drigades separate nnits, indepen- 


ident of any particular regiment or regi- 


ments of the brigade. 


Mr. WYNDHAM © This subject is one 
of the many connected with the organisa- 
tion of the Auxiliary forces which are 
now being considered. 


Gee 
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DEPUTY LIEUTENANTS AND THE 
MILITIA FORCE. 

Captain JESSEL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether, 
in view of his appeal to the county gentle- 
men of England to work with the War 
Office in putting the Militia where it can 
be, and ought to be, he will fully recog- 
nise the position which the deputy 
lieutenants hold towards the Militia in 
raising Militiamen, and will specially 
encourage them to organise local efforts 
for this purpose. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A deputy _lieu- 
tenant has no legal function in connection 
with the Militia unless the Ballot Act is 
put into force, but every effort which 
these gentlemen may, in virtue of their 
local influence, be able to make for 
encouraging enlistment in the force will 
he fully appreciated by Her Majesty’s 
Government. 


DEFINITION OF “ARMY CORPS.” 

CoLONEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he can see his way to avoid, 
as likely to be misunderstood by those 
not acquainted with military phraseology, 
the official use of the term, “army 
corps,” except when applied to two or 
more organised divisions, united under 
one commander, with a corps staff and 
corps troops; and whether, instead, he 
will enumerate troops in the field, and 
those called out for home defence, by 
divisions, brigades, or smaller units, 
according to the commanders aid staffs 


actually doing duty with them, to make | 
clear that these terms represent units of , 


organisation, as in Continental armies, 
and are not units of numeration which 
can be arrived at by simple division of 
the total force. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I fear that my 
hon. and gallant friend’s suggestion would 
lead to confusion and constant repetition. 
It is well known that by an army corps 
we mean in this country two cavalry 
regiments, twenty-five infantry battalions, 
eighteen batteries field artillery and two 
Royal Horse artillery, with a proportion 
of Royal Engineers and Army Service 
Corps. 


NAVAL ORGANISATION. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether his attention has been called to 
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‘the statement made by Rear-Admiral 


Lord Charles Beresford, prior to taking 
up his present command, to the effect 
that in the event of war swift and 
specially equipped  colliers, telegraph 
ships, and repairing ships would be 
essential to the efficiency of the fleet*: 
whether the Admiralty shares this view : 
and whether ships of the kind suggested 
are in existence ; and, if not, whether it 
is intended to construct them or to await 


ithe outbreak of war and then to im- 


provise them. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe ADMLI- 
RALTY (Mr. Goscuen, St. Geurge’s, 
Hanover Square): I have seen many 
suggestions as to vessels of this kind 
made in various quarters, both in and 
outside of the Admiralty. The most 
appropriate time for me to state the 


| Admiralty policy in these matters is in 


the debate on the Navy Estiiuates. 


Mr. W. ALLAN (Gateshead): Was 
not a design for swift armed colliers 
submitted to the Admiralty three months 


‘ } 
ago | 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I will make my 
statement on the Navy Estimates. 


AUSTRALIAN FEDERATION 
SUGGESTED DIVISION OF WESTERN 
AUSTRALIA. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether it has been brought to his notice 
by recent despatches from the Governor 
of Western Australia that a strong and 
widespread agitation has arisen in the 
goldtields section of the colony for ad- 
mission to the Australian Commonwealth 
as a distinct and separate State, the 
Government of Western Austrelia having 
failed to follow the example of the other 
colonies concerned and to submit the 
Commonwealth Bill to a referendum ; 
whether he is aware that a petition to 
Her Majesty embodying this request has 
already received 25,000 signatures ; and 
whether the prayer of the memorialists 
will receive his favourable consideration 
when preparing the Australian Federal 
Enabling Bill to be submitted this 

session. 


* Speech of Lord Charles Beresford at a 
banquet given by the London Chamber ot 
Commerce, 9th January, 1900. 
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to the first question is in the negative. 
As to the second, I have no official 
information. 
have to say that I will carefully consider 
with the delegates from the other colonies 
whether any steps can be taken to facili- 
tate the admission of Western Australia 
as an original State of the Common- 
wealth. 


THE PACIFIC CABLE. 
*sin EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : 
Lheg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether the arrangements 
for the construction and laying of the 
Pacific Cable are still in’ abeyance ; 
whether he is aware that the price of the 
metal for eable manufacture is rapidly 
rising, and the supply of gutta percha 
steadily diminishing; that this delay is 
causing widespread anxiety in Canada ; 
and if he would use his good offices to 
accelerate the taking in hand of the work. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The ques- 
tion of the arrangements for constructing 
and laying the Pacifie Cable is under the 
consideration of a Committee, on which 
the Imperial Government and the colonies 
interested are proportionately represented, 
and Her Majesty’s Government under- 
stand that the deliberations of the Com- 
mittee will soon be completed. The 
Committee is aware of the state of the 
market for cable materials. 


COCOS - KEELING ISLANDS. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary of State for the Colonies, in 
reference to the remarks at pages 4 and 
13 of the recently issued Annual Report 
on the Cocos-Keeling Islands, whether 
Direction Island has been leased as a 
landing station to the Eastern Extension 
Company in connection with their pro- 
posed new cable to Australia. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no 
information that any lease of Direction 
Island has been granted by Mr. Ross. 
An application from the Eastern Exten- 
sion Company for the right to land a 
cable in the Cocos-Keeling Islands is now 
under the consideration of Her Majesty’s 
Government. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOL SUB- 
SCRIPTIONS. 
Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
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the Committee of Council on Education 
if he will grant a return of subscriptions 
, to each voluntary school in England and 
Wales for each year since 1893. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): It is in contemplation to 
give a return this year in continuation 
of the return presented in 1894, which 
will contain such information on the 
subject of subscriptions to voluntary 
schools as will, I hope, satisfy the purpose 
of the hon. Member. 


BIRMINGHAM UNIVERSITY. 

*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether, under Section 20 of the pro- 
posed Statutes of the University of Bir- 
mingham, degrees could be granted to 
students in aftiliated colleges in theology 
or any other faculty not recognised in the 
charter. 


Sin J. GORST: The hon. Gentleman 
asks for a legal opinion on the construe- 
tion of a public document which the 
Committee of Council are not qualified 
to give. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: Perhaps the righ" 
hon. Gentleman can tell me to whom | 


should apply for information ? 


Sir J. GORST: To the Attorney 


General. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: Then perhaps the 
Attorney General will answer — the 
question. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must give notice of the 
question. 


RIFLE CLUBS AND THE REVENUE. 

Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon) : | 
heg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether persons desirous of 
becoming efficient rifle shots by joining 
and practising with rifle clubs would have 
to obtain a iOs. licence to entitle them 
to use a rifle for such practice ; and, if so, 
would he consider whether the tax could 
in such cases be remitted in order to 
encourage rifle practice throughout the 
country. 
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Mr. BUTCHER (York): At the same 
time may I ask whether persons who are 
members of rifle clubs formed to encourage 
rifle shooting have to obtaina 10s. licence 
to entitle them to practice rifle shooting ; 
and, if so, whether the Government will 
grant exemption from such tax to the 
members of such clubs, at any rate when 
the ritle club has been certified by a mili- 
tary authority duly authorised for that 
purpose to be a club bona fide formed to 
encourage ritle shooting. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir) M. Hicks Beracn, 
Bristol, W.): The reply to the first para- 
graph is in the affirmative ; but IT shall be 
quite prepared to coneert with Lord 
Lansdowne some arrangement by which 
an exception may be made in favour of 
rifles belonging to clubs acting under the 
authority of the War Office and used 
solely for target practice under proper 
regulations. 


EDINBURGH PARCELS SORTERS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: LT beg te 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, on 
what grounds certain postmen (formerly 
designated as porters) employed in the 
parcel sorting department at Edinburgh, 
have had withheld from them = the in- 
crease of wages which usually accompanies 
promotion to the postmen’s class; why 
they have not been granted the customary 
hoot allowance, as from April, 1897; on 
what ground they do not have precedence 
ou the wages sheet over postmen ap- 
pointed subsequent to April, 1897, the 
period from which their transfer to the 
postmen’s cliss was to date ; and whether 
he is aware that officers in the Dublin 
ottice who held similar positions to the 
change in 1897 have had granted them 
all the privileges which the Edinburgh 
men complain have been withheld from 
them. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): The porters at Edinburgh to whom 
the hon. Member refers were transferred 
to the Postmen’s Class on Ist April, 
1899, and not on Ist April, 1897. They 
have received from Ist April, 1899, the 
wages and boot allowance te which they 
are entitled, and they rank on the Post- 
mens Class according to the date of 
transfer. 


‘COMMONS} 


(Questions. 576 
WHISKY IN BONDED STORES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether, in cases where the Excise autho- 
rities discover that whisky in bonded 
stores is deficient either in strength or 
quantity, the owner of the whisky is 
required to pay the excess loss to the 
revenue. 


Mr. HANBURY: The general prae- 
tice of the Revenue Departments is that, 
if the deficiency arises from leakage, 
unavoidable accident, or natural causes 
(such as evaporation from the length of 
time the spirits have been kept in ware 
house), the duty is not chargeable, but, if 
it is not traceable to any such cause, the 
trader is called upon to pay the duty on 
the deficiency. 

GOVERNMENT WORKMEN'S 
PENSIONS. 

Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 

[ beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea 


_sury whether he is aware that workmen 


in Her Majesty’s service have certain 
sums deducted from their wages towards 
a pension amounting in some cases to five 
per cent., and that if such workmen «lie 
before attaining the age of sixty their 
dependent relatives do not receive any 
pension at all; and whether he will cause 
an inquiry into the matter with the 
object of compensating the dependent 
relatives of such workmen under these 
circuunstances. 


Mr. HANBURY: The hon. Member's 
question is somewhat vague, and [ have 
not been able to trace the specific dedue- 
tions to which he refers. There are 
cases such as that of the dockyard work- 
men under the Admiralty in which a 
pensionable and a non-pensionable class 
exist side by side, the latter receiving 
higher wages in proportion to their 
duties. In such cases the difference in 
part represents the workman’s expecta 
tion of pension: but that pension is 
expressly made contingent upon certain 
clear conditions, the principal of them 
being that he shall, unless permanently 
incapacitated at an earlier age, reach 
the age of sixty before becoming entitled 
to receive it. 


ARMY CONTRACTS -THE FACTORY 
ACTS. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


| shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
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Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether there is any legal authority 
for instructions lately given to the Inspec- 
tors of Factories not to enforce the require- 
ments of the Factory Acts with regard to 
the hours of women, young persons, and 
children in the case of firms executing 
orders for the equipment of the troops : 
and whether, in accordance with the con- 
stantly expressed opinion of Her Majesty's 
Inspectors of Factories on the subject: of 
overtime, the distribution of the order to 
a large mamber of firms and better orga- 
nisation of the work would meet the case. 


“The SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir) M. 
Write Ritey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
The express power given to the Secretary 
of State by the Factory Acts to grant 
exemptions in case of a public emergency 
applies, strictly speaking, only to factories 
lelonging to the Crown; but I am sure 
that the right hon. Baronet and the 
House will agree with me that during the 
present crisis | should not have been justi- 
tied indelaying the equipment of the troops 
by a vigid enforcement of the overtime 
regulations in factories working for the 
Crown. The question raised in the 
paragraph is scarcely one for me 
to decide, but I may say that I am in 
consultation with the War Office, and 
will take care that, so far as I ean secure 
it, the latitude allowed does not go 
beyond the necessities of the case. Tam 
not aware of any application with regard 
to children, and T have given instructions 
that all cases shall be carefully watched 
and reports made to me from time to 
tine. 


Sec mid 


CHARLES DILKE: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman inquire how far 
these firms have been executing private 
orders in ordinary working hours and 


/ 


doing Government work in overtime ! 

“Sin M. WHITE RIDLEY: It would 
be very difficult to find out, but [ admit 
it is very desirable to restrict overtime 
as far as possible, 


“SIR 


FARMERS’ INSURANCE UNDER THE 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT. 
Mr. LOYD: I beg to ask the Secre- 

tary of State for the Home Department 

whether he can state, for the information 
of farmers, at what premium per £100 of 
wages they could protect themselves by 
insurance with responsible insurance com- 
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panies in the United Kingdom against the 
liability which would be imposed upon 
them in the event of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1897, veing extended 
to agricultural labourers; and can he 
state whether the premiums as!.ed by in- 
surance companies, before the operation 
of the Act had been tested by experience. 
have already been considerably reduced 
in respect of accidents in the dangerous 
occupations to which the Act is at present 
confined. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have no 
information on the first point which is 
not available to anyone who asks insu- 
rance companies for estimates; but I 
believe that the premium quoted ranges 
between 2s. 6d. and 3s. per £100 of wages. 
The premium must, of course, depend on 
circumstances, and might be varied by 
experience if the Act were extended to 
agricultural labourers, just as it is, | think, 
a matter of common knowledge that the 
charges made by insurance companies 
with respect to trades within the Act are 
considerably lower, in many cases, now 
that the Act has been in operation some 
time, than the figures originally sug- 
gested. 


DANGEROUS LAMPS AND OILS. 
Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, — Black- 
friars): I beg to ask the Secretary of 

State for the Home Department whethe1 
he adheres to the statement made to 
Parliament by the Under Secretary of his 
department on 15th March, 1899, when 
he informed the House that the Govern 
ment had decided to deal with the ques 
tions of dangerous lamps and oils, and 
that their Bill had long been in prepara- 
tion and was in a forward state; and 
whether he will inform the House when 
he intends to carry out the decision of the 
Government arrived at a year ago. 

*Si M. WHITE RIDLEY: [ have 
nothing to add to the answer I gave the 
hon. Gentleman the other night.* It is 
quite true we have a Bill dealing with 
the question, which is a highly econtro- 
versial one, but I do not think the present 
a favourable opportunity for introdue- 
ing it. 

Mr. PROVAND: Does the right hon. 


Gentleman adhere to his decision to deal 
with this question at some future date ? 


* See page 82 of this volume. 
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*Sirn M. WHITE RIDLEY: I can give 
no further promise. I have admitted it is 
desirable to deal with it, but at the 
present moment I cannot see my way to 
bringing in a Bill. 


(uestions. 


THE PATENT OFFICE. 

Sir J. LENG (Dundee): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether, 
in appointing the Committee to inquire 
into the working of the Patent Oftice, he 
had in view the serious disadvantages 
British inventors and manufacturers 
suffer from the inferior service of the 
English Patent Oftice, in contrast with the 
American and German Patent Offices, in 
not examining into the originality of 
ipplications ; whether any inventors or 
manufacturers, or any representative of 
the patent agents outside the Chartered 
Institute were appointed on the Com- 
mittee; whether any amendment of the 
patent laws or any reduction in the pre- 
sent renewal fees is contemplated : and 
when the report of the Committee will be 
presented to Parliament. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Rircuirz, Croydon) : The 
inquiry that is now being made is more 
limited in its scope than the question of 
the hon, Gentleman would seem to imply, 
but the importance of such an inquiry as 
the hon. Member contemplates is fully 
recognised by me, and the matter is 
receiving my careful consideration. | am 
not however able to make any announce- 
ment at present. 


LONDON DOCK AMALGAMATION. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I heg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he has observed that dissatisfac- 
tion has been expressed in commercial 
circles throughout London against certain 
proposals which are embodied in two 
Private Bills now before Parliament, with 
the object of amalgamating the London 
Docks into one company, with extended 
powers of levying tolls and dues at 
greatly increased rates; and whether, 
considering the importance of this subject 
to the commercial community, the Govern- 
ment would be willing to appoint a Select 
Committee (to whom hoth Bills might be 
referred) with power to inquire into the 
present position of the Port of London, 


and to take recommendations as to the | 
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nature of the reforms that may be neces- 
sary. 


Mr. RITCHIE: My right hon. friend 
has asked me to reply to this. So far as 
the Amalgamation Bill is concerned it is, 
I understand, merely a domestic arrange- 
ment, conferring no extra powers of 
charge on the companies, and [ therefore 
no reason why it should not he 
referred to a Committee in the ordinary 
course if the House reads it a second 
time. With regard to the other Bill it is 
clear that if it be read a second time the 
character of the Committee to which the 
Bill is referred will require careful con 
sideration. 


see 


LUDGATE HILL RAILWAY STATION, 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
heg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade what steps have been taken by the 
South Eastern and Chatham and Dover 
Railways Company to improve the condi- 
tion of Ludgate Hill Station, in view of 
the letter from the company to the Board 
of Trade of the 20th October, 1899, 
intimating that plans were then being 
prepared showing what improvements 
could be effected, especially in regard to 
access from the platforms: and if he will 
use his influence to expedite the carrying 
out of the necessary works for the pro- 
tection of the public. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The general manager 
informs me that the companies “ will do 
whatever is possible to diminish the in- 
convenience of which complaint is made,” 
but that, for financial reasons, they would 
not be justified just at present in carrying 
out so large a scheme as is involved in 
the plans which have been prepared. A 
doubt is also expressed as to whether the 
work could be accomplished without 
obtaining further express Parliamentary 
powers. 


HIGHLAND DEER FORESTS. 

Mr. WEIR: T beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, having regard to the fact that 
the deer forest area in the Highland 
crofting counties of Argyll, Inverness, 
Ross and Cromarty, Caithness, and 
Sutherland has been largely increased 
within recent years, will the Secretary for 
Scotland, with a view to placing a limit 
on the afforestation in these counties, 
consider the expediency of empowering 
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the Crofter Commission to determine any 
proposed afforestations in the Highlands 4 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHaAM Murray, Buteshire): No, Sir. 


SCOTTISH FISHERY CRUISERS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state the names and 
nationality of foreign trawlers observed 
by the Fishery Board cruisers in the 
Moray Firth during the year ending 31st 
December, 1899. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: [| am 
informed by the Fishery Board that 
during the year 1899 their eruisers 
observed twenty-two German, ten Belgian, 
eight Danish, five French, four Dutch, 
and three Norwegian trawlers working in 
the Moray Firth. Some of these were 
observed on more than one occasion, 
while others were seen only once. — | 
cannot give all their names in the 
answer to-a question, but if the hon. 
Member desires to have them he can 
apply to the Scottish Office. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Will the hon, Gentleman say what waters 
the trawlers were found in? Was it not 
the high sea ? 


*\In. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Member, if he looks at the question, 
will find it deals with the Moray Firth. 


SCOTTISH CONGESTED — DISTRICTS 
BOARD--HARBOUR WORKS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | 
Advocate, having regard to the fact that , 
wnder the Western Highlands and Islands | 
Works Act, 1891, it was the practice to 
make grants in aid for the construction 
of harbours equal to two-thirds of the | 
estimated cost of the work, will he} 
explain why the Congested Districts | 
Board, which now undertake work for- | 
merly conducted under the Act above | 
referred to, have in some instances | 
recently declined to make a grant of more | 
than one third of the estimated cost of | 
the work. 

| 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The | 
Congested Districts Board deal with the | 
applications referred to by the hon. 
Member on their merits, and do not con- 
sider they are bound by any practice that 
may have previously existed. 


(Questions. D&2 


ARY 1900} 
INDICATOR OF LORDS DEBATES. 
Mr. RUTHERFORD — (Laneashire, 

Darwen): I beg to ask the First Com- 

missioner of Works, whether an indicator 

of the debates in the House of Lords can 
he placed in some convenient part of the 
lobby of the House of Commons. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. AkeRS DoucG.ias, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) : The question of supply- 
ing further indicators of debates 
under my consideration. I do not, how- 
ever, think that there is any general 
demand for an indicator of the Lords’ 
debates; having regard to the fact that 
these debates are not of frequent 
occurrence or of prolonged duration. 


Is 


FOR THE OFFICE OF 
WORKS. 

Mr. M‘KENNA: I beg to ask the 
First Commissioner of Works whether 
any steps have been taken to carry out 
the recommendations of the official ex 
perts, that only pottery in which the 
glaze is leadless should be used hy the 


Ofttice of Works. 


POTTERY 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I issued as 
long ago as August last a regulation 
that all articles for domestic use supplied 
under contract for the Public Depart- 
ments, the Houses of Parliament, and 
such of the Royal Palaces as are under 
my charge, shall be made with leadless 
glaze. I may mention that my depart- 
ment had been taking experimental steps 
in this direction before the report of the 
Committee referred to; and considerable 
advance has been made in the extension 
of the regulation to the supply of earthen- 
ware, stoneware, and glazed bricks used 


|for sanitary or architectural purposes, 


which have to be obtained as required by 
the surveyors of my Department. 
Mr. M‘KENNA: Are other Depart- 


ments following in the same steps? 


> 
ve 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : I believe so, 
but I can only answer for my own. 
MOUTH DISEASE REGU- 

LATIONS. 

Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether, in the event of there 
being no fresh outbreak of foot and mouth 


FOOT AND 
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disease in the county of Norfolk within 
the present week, he can remove the 
present restrictions from a!l the districts 
scheduled, or at all events from some of 
them. 


*Mro AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr. 
LONG): My right hon. friend asks me to 
state that it will net in any case be safe 
tor him to withdraw all restrictions on 
the movement of animals in the scheduled 
district or any part thereof so soon as the 
end of the present week, but in the 
absence of any further outbreak of the 
(lisease he proposes to issue an order to 
further modify those restrictions in the 
course of a day or two with a view to 
meet the more pressing cases of hardship 
and dithieulty to which they give rise. In 
the meantime it is most satisfactory to 
him to be able to state that no further 
extension of the disease has re- 
ported, 


heen 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suttoik, Eve): I 
heg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he is able to grant 
under special conditions special licences 
for the movement of stock from a farm 
situated outside the scheduled area into a 
farm situated within that area, in Cases in 
which it is shown that grazing require- 
ments render that movement necessary, 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS (fer Mr. 
LONG): My right hon. friend asks me to 
state that, in the absence of any further 
outbreak of foot and mouth disease in 
Nortolk, he proposes to issue. in the 
course of a day or two a further order 
which will afford relief in cases of the 
class to which the hon. Member refers. 


Mr. STEVENSON: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether he is now able to reconsider the 
area of the scheduled districts. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr. 
LONG): My right hon. friend asks me to 
say that he does not consider that it would 
he safe as yet for him to reduce the area 
of the scheduled district, but, as I have 
already stated, he proposes in the absence 
of any further outbreak of the disease to 
further modify the restrictions in the 
course of a day or two. 


Mr. F. W. WILSON: I beg to ask the 
Fresident of the Board of Agriculture 
whether he can comply with the request 
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of the exceutive committee of the Norfolk 
County Council, that in the event of 
there being no fresh outbreaks of foot 
and mouth disease in the county of 
Norfolk the scheduled district should be 
reduced by omitting the petty sessional 
divisions at the extremities, viz.: North 
and South Erpingham, Forehoe, and 
Diss, as these areas are far from the pre- 
sent seat of the disease. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr. 
LONG): My right hon. friend asks me to 
state that the suggestion of Norfolk 
executive committee has been carefully 
considered, but he does not consider that 
it would be safe as yet for him to reduce 
the area of the scheduled district. The 
further order which he hopes to be able 
to issue in the course of the next day or 
two will materially reduce the hardship 
and difficulty to which the restrietions 
give rise, 


DISS CATTLE MARKET. 

Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 5.) : 1 beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri 
culture whether he will be able to allow 
the market for fat cattle, sheep, and 
swine to be opened on Friday next in the 
town of Diss, which is about 25 miles 
distant from the scene of any outbreak 
of foot and mouth disease. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr. 
Lone): No, Sir; my right hon. friend 
informs me that a considerable risk 
would still attend the holding of any 
market in the scheduled district, and he 
regrets therefore that he cannot see his 
way to make any concession as vet in 
favour of Diss. 


EARL OF GOSFORD’S ESTATE. 

Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Lreland, 
with reference to the appeals against the 
amount of the value of several holdings 
on the estate of the Earl of Gosford, 
whether the appeals were made to the 
Chief Commissioner's Court against the 
amount of the true value fixed by the 
Sub-Commissioners ; whether the law, as 
at present, obliges the Land Commission 
to fix a less amount for the true value 
than the price which the tenant could by 
competition obtain in the open market ; 
‘whether he is aware that in the cases of 
Robert Carlyle, Stevenson, Glenny, and 
| 
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Patterson the gross amount of £765 
tixed by the Sub-Commissioners was 
reduced by the Chief Commissioner to 
£520; and whether the tenants have any 
remedy or are entitled to any compensa- 
tion for the large sum of which they 
have been thus deprived by the Appeal 
Land Commission, 


D8) 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): There were five cases on the estate 
of the Earl of Gosford in which appeals 
were recently heard by the Land Com- 
mission against the decisions of a Sub- 
Commission fixing the amounts of the true 
values of the holdings. The principles on 
which true values are fixed, and on which 
the Land Commission acted, are expressed 
in the judgment of one of the members of 
the Court of Appeal in the reported case 
of Curneen vy. Tottenham. They may be 
summarised thus: The relation between 
the true value which the landlord must 
pay and the full price which the tenant 
might get in the open market is very 
similar to that which exists between the 
fair rent which the Land Commission is 
hound to fix and the competition rent 
which the landlord is no longer at liberty 
to exact. £765 


The gross amount of 
tixed hy the Sub-Commission was reduced 
hy the Land Commission to £620, and 
not £520 as erroneously stated in the 


third paragraph. In such cases the loss 
sustained by the tenant is identical in 
character with that sustained by the 
landlord when the fair rent fixed. 
Neither of the parties has any remedy, 
is by law entitled to any com- 


is 


oy 


pensation, 


EXTRA POLICE IN COUNTY MAYO. 

Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Seeretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland on how many occasions during 
the last two years extra police have been 
drafted into the County Mayo; what is 
the total cost of such extra police ; and 
how many have been so drafted. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFOUR): Extra police have been drafted 
into the County Mayo on two occasions 
during the past two years. A draft, con- 
sisting of fifty men, was sent to the 
county on the 4th March, 1898, and this 
force is still employed there. In April, 
1899, a draft of one head constable and | 
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twelve men was sent to preserve the 
peace at local government elections. The 
total cost of the foree of fifty mew 
employed in the county is £3,446 5s. per 
annum, one-half of which is chargeable to 
the county. The cost of drafting the 
force of twelve men on the occasion of 
the elections last year was £21, of which 
asum of £3 16s. Id. has been charged 
against the county. 

URBAN  AUTHORITLES— BOR- 

ROWING POWERS. 

Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.): [I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the sum 
which at present can be borrowed by 
urban authorities in Ireland for public 
purposes is limited to an amount equiva- 
lent to double the valuation of buildings 
within the urban district, with the addi- 
tion of the double of one-fourth of the 
valuation of lands, except in a few 
instances in which they have obtained 
special Acts of Parliament. Whether 
this fact does not in many cases preclude 
these authorities from undertaking 
schemes for water supply, drainage, the 
hetter housing of the poor, and other 
improvements under the Public Health 
Acts, and also from purchasing or estab- 
lishing gas or electric light undertakings. 
And whether, in the Bill to amend the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act to be 
introduced by the Government, the law 
will be amended so as to exclude from 
the limitation as to borrowing all moneys 
expended for reproductive purposes, such 
as under the Housing of the Working 
Act, and in connection with 


IRISH 


Classes 
lighting. 

Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFouR): The limit of borrowing is 
correctly stated in the first part of the 
question. There are not many cases 
where these limits have been found to have 
debarred the local authorities from under- 
taking desirable works, but when this has 
occurred the authorities have usually 
sought an extension of their borrowing 
powers by private Acts. I do not con- 
sider, therefore, that the fact that the 
limit has been reached in a few excep- 
tional cases affords sufficient grounds for: 
removing the very salutary restrictions 
against local indebtedness imposed by 
Section 238 of the Public Health Act, 
1878. The answer to the last paragraph 
is in the negative. 
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Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.) : As 
this is a matter of very great importance 
to local authorities in Ireland will the 
right hon. Gentleman, if facts are laid 
before the Government which show that 
the Act is practically inoperative because 
of this provision, consider the advisability 
of giving the powers asked for in a new 
Act ? 


Mr. ATKINSON lL ean 


promise until I hear the facts. 


make no 


ASSIZES AND CIVIC 
DIGNITARIES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: IT beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, as 
representing the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
can explain the reason why the Govern- 
ment have decided to omit from the new 
commissions issued for the holding of the 
various courts of assize and commissions 
of oyer and terminer in Dublin and 
other cities and corporate towns of 
Ireland the names ef the lord mayor or 
mayors of such places. 


IRISH 


The following questions also appeared 
on the Paper on the same subject : 


Captain DONELAN : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
letter has been recently addressed to the 
Town Clerk, Dublin, from the Chief 
Secretary’s Office, Dublin Castle, stating 
that the new commissions issued to Her 
Majesty’s Judges for the holding of the 
various courts of assize and commissions 
in Ireland do not include the names of 
lord mayors or mayors; and why the 
usual custom has been departed from on 
the present occasion. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland why the new Com- 
Imissions to Her Majesty’s Judges in Ire- 
and for the holding of courts and assizes 
and commissions do not include the 
names of the lord mayors and mayors ; 
and whether this omission will be reeti- 
tied in view of the feeling upon the sub- 
ject in Dublin and elsewhere. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BAL 


¥OUR): The lord mayor and mayors are the | 


chairmen of borough councils, and, having 


regard to the fact that controversy has | 
arisen as tothe control and maintenance | 
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of court houses, and that these and other 
questions connected with local govern- 
ment may come up for consideration and 
decision before the Commissioners of 
Assize, it was thought desirable, in the 
interests of the administration of justice, 
to omit from the commissions, the names 
of gentlemen who might have a direct 
official or personal interest in matters for 
decision. The change made has no other 
significance whatever. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it 
not true that the difficulties to which the 
right hon. Gentleman has referred have 
not existed in the city of Dublin? Could 
not an exception easily be made in thie 
case of the Lord Mayor of that city ! 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Is it) not 
also the fact that the position of the 
Mayor of Kilkenny was exactly similar 
before the passing of the Local Govern 
ment Act ! 

Caprain DONELAN: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that tae course 
alopted casts a slight upon popularly 
elected chief magistrates, and that 

Mr. SPEAKER: 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is it’ in 
tended that this exclusion shall be per 
manent, or is it only in connection with 
circumstances which exist at the present 
moment / 

Mr. ATKINSON : It will last as long 
as these provisions of the Local Govern 
ment Act are in force. 


Order, order! 


LABOURERS ACTS—INQUIRY FOR 


LONGFORD. 

Mr.J. PL. FARRELL: I heg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland when the inquiry into representa 
tions recently made under the Labourers 
Acts in Longford will take place; and 
whether the necessary notices will 
given before Ist March, so as to give the 
labourers whose applications are ap 
proved a chance of having their plots of 
land ready for the spring sowing. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BAL- 


FOUR): The new improvement scheme 


he 


referred to in this question has not yet 


been forwarded by the District Council 
for the approval of the Local Government 
Board. When received, arrangements 
will be made for holding, as soon as_pos- 
sible, the requisite local inquiry into the 
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matter. In any case, however, possession 
of the plots could not be obtained by the 
District Council until after the provisional 
order becomes absolute. 


ANNALY ESTATE. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: 
Mr. Attorney General tor Ireland can he 
state the number of tenants on the 
Annaly (county Longford) estate who 
have purchased their farms through the 
Land Commission ; whether any applica- 
tions were refused ; and if so, how many 
and on what grounds ; and whether in- 
quiry will be made from the receiver as 
to his reasons for not carrving into effect 
the promises he made to induce tenants 
to sign undertakings to purchase their 
farms from him, which undertakings, 
whilst binding the tenants, have not been 
given effect to by the receiver. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The number of 
tenants on this estate who have purchased 
their holdings is 176. These were the 
only cases in which applications under 
the rules were lodged, and, consequently, 
no regular applications have been refused. 
With regard to the third paragraph, | 
informed that no charge in this 


I beg to ask 


ai 


matter has been preferred against the 
Any such charge, if made, 
should be brought before the land judge 
to whom the receiver is responsible, | 
do not propose, therefore, to suggest to 
the land judge that an inquiry should be 


receiver. 


held by him into the aetion of the 


receiver. 
RAILWAY GUARANTEE 
RATES. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): [beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Treiand whether he can 
state if there are any districts in the 
county of Kerry on which there is levied 
a rate of over 2s. in the £ for the 
vear 1899-1900 for railway guarantees ; 
and, whether he is aware that the rate- 
pavers of Kerry contribute annually 
about £15,000 as rates levied on 
guaranteed railways; and, if so, whether 
the Government can see their way, either 
by a free grant of money or by wiping 
out a portion of the railway indebtedness, 
to relieve the heavy burden of taxation 
on the ratepayers. 


Mr. ATKINSON 
BALFOUR) : 


KERRY 


(for Mr G. W. 


120 Fepruary 1900; 
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the purpose mentioned, in the Barony 
of Corkaguiny only, where it amounts to 
2s. 10d. The gross amount presented 
for railway guarantees during the present 
financial vear in Kerry was £17,671, 
which amount, however, included the 
Treasury recoupment of £2,600, so that 
the actual amount borne by the rates was 
£15,071. Any additional contribution to. 
the county out of the Local Taxation 
Account under the provisions of Section 
58, Sub-section 4, of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1898, in respect of railway 
guarantees, will not be payable until after 
the 3lst March proximo. The Govern- 
ment do not propose to take any further 
action in the direction suggested in the 
question. 


PINK EYE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : On behalf 
of the hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
Division of Dublin, | beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of [re- 
land whether the disease of pink eye has 
heen introduced into lreland by the im- 
portation of foreign horses, and. whether he 
will cause inquiries to be made ; and whether 
any steps have been taken by the authori- 
ties to cope with this outbreak and to 
prevent the spread and assist in the cure 
of this epidemic. 

Tuk VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
DEPARTMENT. or AGRICULTURE 
ror IRELAND (Mar. PLuNKett, Dublin 
County, 8.) : The disease known as pink 
eye has existed in Ireland for a consider- 
able period, and the disease also exists in 
Great Britain. It has been stated that 
the outbreak in and about Dublin this 
season was due to the importation of 
horses from the United States via Liver- 
pool, hut though there is no available 
evidence that such is the case, inquiries 
we being pursued in the matter and as 
to the extent to which it prevails generally. 
Pink eye is not scheduled as a disease 
under the Diseases of Animals Aets, and 
the Veterinary Department has been 
advised that it would not be expedient, 
at present, to issue any order on the 
subject. The disease is engaging the 
careful attention of the authorities. 


IRISH AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT 
-APPOINTMENT OF SECRETARY. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): On 

behalf of the right hon. and learned Gentle- 


The rate exceeds 2s. for! man the Member for Dublin University, | 
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‘heg to ask the Vice-President of the Agri- 


cultural Department for Ireland whether | 


any appointment has been made to the 


oftice of Secretary of the said Depart- 
ment: and can he state by whom the | 
said appointment is made, and what is | 


the salary attached to this office. 


Mr. PLUNKETT: The post referred 
to has been offered te and accepted by 
Mr. Thomas P. Gill. The appointment 
thas been made by the Department, to 
take effect is from April 1. The salary 
chas been fixed by the Treasury at £1,300. 


CARBOLIC ACID. 

*Siz CUTHBERT QUILTER: 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he could explain to the House the cireum- 
stances which bave influenced the Lords 
of the Treasury to authorise Her 
Majesty's Board of Customs to allow, 
upon certain conditions, the exportation 
of carbolie acid and other similar articles, 
the exportation of which was recently 
strictly prohibited by Reyal Proclama- 
tion; whether the bulk of these articles 
ix exported in a crude state and is refined 
on the Continent (frequently being mixed 
with other raw material produced there), 
so as to make it impossible to trace the 
ultimate destination of any particular con- 
sigument after it has been refined or 
converted ; and whether, as the object. of 
that proclamation was te prevent articles 
which are capable of being converted into 
lyddite, melinite, and other high explo- 
sives, and for the supply of which Con- 
tinental and other nations mainly rely 
upon this country, from reaching the 
Queen's enemies he will rigidly enforce 
the original terms of the Royal Pro- 
clamation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [am informed 
that very careful inquiry was made into 
the export trade in carbolic acid and 
other similar articles. [It was proved to 
the satisfaction of the Government that 
there was a large and innocent trade in 
these articles in foreign countries and 
in the colonics with which it is clearly 
inexpedient to interfere. The destination 
of these consignments can be traced very 
-accurately ; indeed, a large proportion of 
the exported material comes back to this 
country. My hon. friend may rest 
assured that the instructions which have 
-been given will not in any way defeat the 
object of the proclamation. 


I beg 
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TREASURY CONTROL. 

Mr GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury has 
the Treasury during the current financial! 
year refused to give Treasury sanction, 
when such sanction was applied for by 
the departments concerned, to extra ex- 
penditure which such departments  de- 
sirel to make in respect of the provi- 
sion of transport, of the purchase of 
transport animals or transport material, 
or in respect of the purchase of provisions, 
arms, ammunition, clothing, or equip 
ment to meet the emergency created 
by the situation of affairs in South Africa : 
if so, can he say, roughly, in respect of 
how many millions of pounds worth of 
proposed expenditure Treasury sanction 
was refused, and generally in respect of 
what kind of expenditure, and at what 
dates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right 
hon. friend the Chancellor of the Ex 
chequer has already answered this ques 
tion, and I have no hesitation in repeat 
ing that answer.* Itis in the negative. 
I think it is not very expedient that we 
should in this House, by way of ques 
tion and answer, or otherwise, discuss 
the relations between the various offices 
of the Government. 


WAR OFFICE. SUGGESTED COM. 
MITTEE OF INQUIRY. 

Sin J. W. MACLURE (Lancashire, 
Stretford): | beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he will consent 
to the appointment of a Select Committee 
to consider and report on the manner in 
which various departments of the War 
Oftice under the present system are now 
conducted. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My hon. 
friend will probably agree with me that 
this is not a very fortunate moment to 
suggest the inquiry he desires. 


CABLE COMPANITES—GOVERNMENT 
CONTROL OF AGREEMENTS. 
*Sir EDWARD SASSOON : I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether Her Majesty's Government will 
consider the desirability of withholding 
their sanction from future agreements 
between the Eastern Telegraph Company 
and the subsidiary companies and the 
Cape, Indian, and Australian Govern- 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 


Series]. Vol. Ixxviil., p. 180. 





593 (uestions, 120 FERRI 
ments until Parliament has had an 
opportunity of taking cognisance of them ; 
and whether, if the Government have 
no control over these conventions so tar 
as regards the colonies, Her Majesty’s 
Government would point out to the 
colonial Governments concerned — the 
expediency of abstaining from any final 
decision until an Imperial policy of a 
comprehensive nature, embracing colonial 
interests, has been formulated by Parlia- 
ment in the course of this session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: IL think my 
hon. friend will see that the matter to 
which he calls attention in this question 
is one which cannot really be dealt with 
hy the Imperial Parliament alone. — It is 
a matter for negotiation between the self- 
governing colonies and the home Govern- 
ment. 


*Sir EDWARD SASSOON : Will the 
right hon. Gentleman give time for the 
discussion of the subject ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are 
opportunities which my hon. friend 
shares with other members for bringing 
the matter before the House, but | 
cannot give him any of the Government 
time at our disposal. 


NEW LONDON BOROUGHS. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Kirst Lord of the Treasury whether the 
alterations made by the Boundary Com- 
missioners, with reference to the recently 
created boroughs, as governing the limits 
of the Parliamentary divisions of the 
Metropolis, are to be enacted this session ; 
and whether opportunity will be afforded 
to the inhabitants of the areas affected of 
raising objections to the proposed altera- 
tions, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member will see by a reference to the 
Act that Parliamentary boroughs cannot 
be altered by the Act of last year, which 
ouly deals with municipal areas. 

Mr. LOUGH: Is it the intention of 
the Government to introduce a Bill to 
alter the Parliamentary boroughs to 
correspond with the municipal boroughs ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, not now. 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): [ beg to ask the First Lord 
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of the Treasury whether, in the event of 
any opposition being raised to the Conso- 
lidated Fund Bill, which is down as first 
Order, he will seriously proceed with it. 
If he does (the hon. Member shrugged 
his shoulders and resumed his seat.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Ido not unde 
stand the hon. Member. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: If so, 1 shall 
consider the action of the right hon. 
Gentleman a most serious breach of his 
engagement that time would be given for 
the discussion of the motion on the 
Jameson raid. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [ donot think 
the hon. Gentleman understands the 
words he is using. | gave the House on 
more than one oceasion to understand 
that, if it should be felt necessary to 
raise a debate on the Consolidated Fund 
Bill, it would be necessary for the con- 
venience of public business to take a 
morning sitting on Tuesday. If that 
were done the hon. Gentleman would not 
have been able to bring on his motion 
before nine o'clock, and, as I do not 
apprehend there will be permitted any 
long discussion on this Bill, I do not think 
putting it down as the first Order will 


seriously inconvenience the hon. Gentle- 
man. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
Who is to “ permit ” the discussion ? 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
Isthe right hon. Gentleman aware that 
it is not necessary under the Act that 
Ways and Means should be passed at 
once! The words are—- 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now giving a lecture on 
procedure. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
When will the Companies Bill be taken ¢ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid | 
cannot give the hon. Gentieman the infor- 
mation at the present moment. 


Sik HENRY CAMPBELL-BANNER 
MAN (Stirling Burghs): What will the 
business be on Thursday and Friday 
next ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Thursday 
the Civil Service Supplementary Ksti- 
mates will be taken, and I hope the Vote 
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on Account will be ready to be taken on 
Friday. 


Mr. CALDWELL: When will the | 
Third Reading of the Consolidated Fund 
Bill be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Thursday. 
Mr. CALDWELL: Will it be the first 


Order ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Probably it 
will, but I cannot say definitely. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Without 
entering into any controversy as to 
whether the right hon. Gentleman is 
justified in taking the Consolidated Fund 
Bill as the first Order, although | have my 
own view upon the matter, I desire to say 
that inasmuch as the Irish Members are 
interested in the debate which is coming 
on, they will not stand in the way by 
raising a discussion on the Second Read- 
ing of the Consolidated Fund Bill. They 
will content themselves by taking a 
division. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: With refe- 
rence to the right hon. Gentleman’s state- 
ment that it is inconvenient to discuss 
the relations of the Treasury with ocher 
Government Departments, may Las< if he 
proposes to take from me the Tuesday I 


have obtained for that discussion ! 


{No answer was given. | 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
Sir Charles Glynne Earle Welby, 
baronet, U.B., for the County of Notting- 
ham (Newark Division). 


NEW BILL. 


CHEAP TRAINS (No. 2). 

Bill relating to Cheap Trains for the 
working classes, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Woods, Mr. Buxton, Sir Albert 
Rollit, Sir Frederick Dixon Hartland, 
Mr. John Burns, Mr. Scott, Mr. Maddi- 
son, and Mr. Steadman. 


‘COMMONS} 
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CHEAP TRAINS (No. 2) BILL. 
“Relating to Cheap Trains for the 
Working Classes,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 28th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 94.] 


CROFTERS HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1886) AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Crofters’ Holdings 
(Scotland) Act, 1886, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Weir, Dr. Clark, Mr. 
Caldwell, Mr. Hedderwick, Sir Leonard 
Lyell, and Sir William Wedderburn. 


CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1886) AMENDMENT BILL. 
“To amend the Crofters’ Holdings 
(Scotland) Act, 1886,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 28th February, 
and to be printed. [Bill 95. | 


SCHOOL BOARD ELECTORATE (SCOT 
LAND). 

Bill to admit to the School Board 
Electorate in Scotland all persons entitled 
to vote for the County Council Election, 
ordered to be brought in by Me. Weir, Mr. 
James Baillia, Dr. Clark, Mr. Hedder 
wick, Mr. Nicol, and Sir William Wedder 
burn. 


SCHOOL BOARD ELECTORATE (SCOT 
LAND) BILL. 

“To admit to the School Board 
Electorate in Scotland all persons entitled 
to vote for the County Council Election,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday, 
28th February, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 96. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question put, 

“That the Bill be now read a_ second 


time.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 288 ; Noes, 


'37. (Division List No. 28.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood.Capt.SirAlex.F. | Arrol, Sir William 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

| Bainbridge, Emerson 
Baker, Sir John 


Aird, John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch ) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 


Bartley, George C. T. 





Barry,Sir Francis T.(Windsor), 
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Beas 
Bea 
Betl 
Bho 
Bidk 
Bill, 
Bills 
Blak 
Blur 
Boul 
Bow 
Bras 
Bri a 
Bro 
Bry¢ 
Buel 
Bux 
Cald 
Cam 
Cam 
Carli 
Caus 
Cave 
Cave 
Ceci 
Cecil 
Chal 
Char 
Char 
Chay 
Char 
Chel 
Codd 
Cogh 
Cohe 
Colli 
Color 
Coly 
Cook 
Cook 
Cox, 
Crip) 
Cubi 
Curz 
Dalr 
Davi 
Denn 
Dilk 
Disre 
Dixo 
Doug 
Doug 
Doug 
Doxt 
Drag 
Duek 
Duni 
Ellio 
Ellis, 
Emm 
Fabe 
Farq 
Fello 
Ferg 
Ferg 
Field 
Fine] 
Finla 
Fishe 
Fitzn 
Flam 
Flete 
Flow 
Foste 
Fowl 
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Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 

Blakiston- Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Alexander H. 

Brvee, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James . 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 

Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colville, John 

Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFrd. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Drage, Geotfrey 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, George Denison 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Ferguson, R. C. Monro (Leith) | 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn,SirJ (Mane’r 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest | 
Foster,SirMichael(Lon. Univ.) | 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
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Fry, Lewis 


| Gedge Sydney 


Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles Charles Tyrrell 


| Gilliat, John Saunders 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 


, Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
| Gold, Charles 


Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Rt HnG.J.(StGeorge’s 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWim. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hill, Rt. Hon. A. 8. (Staffs.) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 


_ Jenkins, Sir John Jones 


Jessel Captain HerbertMerton 
Johnson-Ferguson, JabezEdw. 
Johnson, William (Belfast) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Win. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHn.SirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 

Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leighton, Stanley 


| Leng, Sir John 


Llewelyn, Sir D.- (Swansea) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 


Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt.Hon. James (Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 


| Macartney, W. G. Ellison 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
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Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Iver, Sir L.(Edinburgh, W. ) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, James 
Malcolm, Ian 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Meller, Rt. Hon.J.W.( Yorks. } 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 
Morton, Arthur H.A. (Deptf’d 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Nin an 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Oldroyd, Mark 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens. 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Penn, John 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorkshire) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Rohert™ 
Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
teid, Sir Robert Threshie 
fentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
tidley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rothschild, Hon. L. Walter 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenhm. ) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Sharpe, William Edw. T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair. Capt. J. (Forfarshire)} 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
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Spencer, Ernest 

Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. MeT. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
‘Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


{COMMONS} 


Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 

Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE( Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 


Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- | 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd | 


Whiteley, George (Stockport) 


Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm ! 


NOES. 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hogan, James Francis 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cuml’ Ind 
Lloyd-George, David 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M.A.(Qn’s.Co. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. W. (Wor’shire, N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hon ER.(Bath 
Woods, Samuel 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrone 
Young, Commander (Berks. E.) 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Malley, William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond. William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeatl) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tully, Jasper 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOrES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 








Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for To-morrow, at Twelve of the 
clock. 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC (COM- 
MITTEE OF INQUIRY INTO. THE 
RAID, 1897). 

*Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): A charge very often urged 
against discussions initiated by private 
Members on Tuesday afternoons is that 
such discussions are not of sufficient 
general interest to occupy the time of the 
House, that they are often academical in 
character, and that they are of no practi- 
eal value. | do not think that that 
charge ean fairly be brought against the 
subject-matter of the motion I have to 
move this afternoon. The general interest 
within the House is evidenced by the 
crowded appearance of the Benches at 
present. The First Lord of the Treasury 
has acknowledged the interest taken in 
this motion by reserving this day for the 
veneral massacre of private Members’ 
Tuesdays. I should like to take this, the 
very earliest opportunity, of apologising 
to the right hon. Gentleman for what he 
evidently thought was a charge against 
him of breach of faith just now. I can 
assure him there is no man on either 
side of the House in whose faith I place 





greater confidence. [f anything were 
wanted to add interest to this discussion 
it is the fact that the right hon. Gentle 
man the Colonial Secretary has reserved 
until to-day the reply he proposed to 
make to certain criticisms that were made 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouthshire in the debate 
upon the Address. Here again, before | 
go further, | would like to say that much 
of what I have to say this afternoon will 
he directed personally to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Seeretary. | 
wish to avoid as much as __ possible 
the personal element, but | shall 
have to say a good deal with regard to 
the department of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. I desire, therefore, to assure him 
that, in all I have to say in moving 
this motion, | am not actuated by any 
curiosity, spiteful or otherwise, or by any 
personal animosity towards himself. In 
tact, for many qualities in his character 
I have the greatest admiration, and [ an 
sure the hon. Member for Cardiff will 
bear me out that upon more than one 
occasion I have felt it necessary to defend 
the right hon. Gentleman against accusa- 
tions brought by those on his own side. 
I say that the interest taken in this 
motion inside the House is very largely 
recognised by all members on the one 
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side or on the other, whether they agree 
with mein the motion or not. As to the 


interest taken outside the House, that | 


also is indisputable. There can be no 
question that the inconclusive and feeble 
character of the report of the Select 
Committee of 1897 created in the public 
mind a sense of disappointment, and that 
sense of disappointment deepened into a 
sense of lively disgust when it was found 
that, feeble as the conclusions of that 
report were, those conclusions were not 
followed by any action on the part of the 
responsible Government of the day. That 
feeling outside, which I maintain has never 
wavered, has deepened into a sense of the 
most profound indignation——[‘‘No, no” 

I say it deepened into a sense of profound 
indignation when the disclosures were 
made public by the Ladependance Belge, a 
newspaper of unquestionable character. 
1 see the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Seeretary smiles at that. 1 do 
not know what is in his mind, but [ 
should like to say, in passing, that 
we are not concerned as to the means 
by which these disclosures were  ob- 
tained. That is a matter which may 
concern very deeply others, but I do not 
think it concerns this House. The fact 
we have to consider here is that these 
disclosures have heen made public—not, 
perhaps, as widely public as they might 
have been, but still public-——and what we 
are concerned with is not as to how the 
documents were obtained from Mr. 
Hawksley, but as to whether they are 
authentic or not. The right hon. Gentle- 
man smiles, but he has admitted that 
some of these documents at any rate are 
not only authentic, that the letters from 
Mr. Fairfield to Mr. Hawksley may not 
be absolutely accurate, but they are sub- 
stantially so, and that they were written 
under his instructions. I say that these 
disclosures lend additional colour to the 
suspicions that are so widely rife, and, 
more than that, I say they impugn very 
seriously the impartiality of the Com- 
mittee that was appointed in 1897, and, 
in so doing, they reflect upon the 
character and reputation of this House, 
and through this House upon the 
character and honour of the nation. 
In moving this resolution [ take my stand 
upon that ground, and that ground alone, 
that the honour and reputation of this 
House and the character of this country 
are involved in the disclosures that have 
heen made. Under these circumstances, 
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‘I maintain it is in the interests of the 
nation, of this House, and of the right 
hon. Gentleman himself that there should 
be not such an inquiry as was instituted 
in 1897, but a full and searching inquiry 
by some impartial and independent 
tribunal, so as to lay for ever at rest, 
one way or the other, the — sus- 
picions, imputations and allegations 
which have been levelled against the 
right hon. Gentleman and his Department. 
One of the most serious of the allegations 
is that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary and the Department 
of which he is the head were implicated 
and involved in the conspiracy that 
eventuated in that piece of criminal folly, 
the Jameson raid. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman the First Lord of the Treasury 
has described that as a most unfortunate 
and ill-omened enterprise. [I think we 
may goa good deal further and speak of 
it as a miserable and contemptible piece 
of business, which to-day no one in the 
House and no reasonable being in the 
country would be found to justify or to 
even condone. I wish to separate entirely 
this discussion from what is going on in 
South Africa at present, but unquestion- 
ably the importance of probing to the 
very root of this matter is that in the 
minds, at any rate of a large section of 
the public, is the opinion that that miser- 
able and contemptible piece of business is 
largely responsible for the position in 
which we find ourselves to-day in South 
Africa. The right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury has admitted 
that that business hampered the Govern- 
ment at every turn, that it tied their 
hands and closed their mouths, and that 
they were helpless in the face of the 
argument grounded on the raid. But | 
wish to avoid as far as possible associating 
the position in South Africa to-day and 
the motion I am bringing forward. — | 
think, however, I am entitled to say that 
having regard to the suspicions that 
existed in the minds of the Govern- 
ment of the South African Republic 
that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary was deeply impli- 
cated in the raid, it is verv unfor- 
tunate —and I know that this opinion 
is not confined to this side of the 
House, but is largely shared by hon. 
Members on the other side of the House 

{** No, no!” |—I know theyare not likely 
to give it expression ; one hon. Member, 
Sir Edward Clarke, did give expression to 
X 2 
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it, and he is no longer a Member of the 
House. That, of course, is a warning to 
them ; but I know that in Unionist circles 
the opinion is largely shared that it is 
unfortunate that the negotiations preced- 
ing the war in which we are now engaged 
were not conducted by the Foreign Oftice 
and Lord Salisbury. [‘‘Oh, oh!”] They 
should have been conducted through that 
Department: they more properly fell 
within the scope of the Foreign Office, 
where they would have been conducted 
by Lord Salisbury, against whom there 
was no suspicion, and not by the Colonial 
Secretary, against whom there was the 
gravest suspicion. If that had been the 
case, ] think it is very likely we should 
not have found ourselves to-day at war 
with the Transvaal Republic. I make 
no apology for bringing this question on 
at the present time. | ground my action 
upon the conviction that the honour and 
reputation of this country and of this 
House are at stake, and I say that the 
most opportune moment for bringing 
forward any matter dealing with the 
honour and reputation of this House is 
the earliest opportunity upon which it 
can possibly be brought forward. I 
wish to support the opportuneness of 
the motion by a quotation from a speech 
made by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary, on the 29th 
January, 1897, when an Amendment was 
moved by the hon. Member for Cardiff. I 
am afraid that I shall have to quote 
largely from some of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman’s speeches in the past, and I hope 
hon. Members will grant me their in- 
dulgence. Upon that occasion the 
Colonial Secretary said 

“Tam glad to knowthat it is the desire of 
all sections of this House to do everything in 
their power to allay the feeling of race 
animosity in South Africa, and to promote 
those good relations between the Dutch and 
the English there without which the peace and 
prosperity of the country are absolutely im- 
possible. Now, that is my policy, that has been 
my policy, and that will be my policy con- 
sistently so long as [ have the honour to hold 
my present office. [ have not always been 
able to pursue that policy by the same means, 
but my policy, and the’ policy ‘inyone in my 
position must forward, has for its primary 
object to remove causes of disagreement 
between the Dutch and English inhabitants of 
South Africa.” 

“In dealing with matters at this juncture I 
un myself in a difficult position, and [ am 
sure the House will show me every considera- 
tion. [am not altogether disinterested.” 


I wish the House to note that last sentence 
Mr. 1). A. Thomas. 
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Oh!”] Yes, but I am going to comment 
upon it. In the same speech the- right 
hon. Gentleman continues— 

‘The hon. Member who moved. the Amend- 
ment referred to rumours current during the 
last few months with regard to my action and 
policy previous to the raid. I cannot ignore 
these rumours, and if there be any person in 
or out of the House who believes that [ knew 
of the intended raid and was cognisant of that 
raid beforehand, or that I did not take every 
step in my power to prevent the raid and to 
turn it back after it commenced —if there be 
any such person, then [ have, above all persons 
in the House, the most reason to desire inquiry. 
But [ endeavour to put aside all personal con- 
sideration, and must then say to the House, in 
my position as Colonial Secretary, that un- 
doubtedly the situation in South Africa at the 
present time gives cause for considerable 
anxiety. Although the House will be placing 
a vreat responsibility upon its shoulders, | 
believe it will show itself quite able to deal 
with it in a manner satisfactory to the country, 
and that this inquiry may, therefore, result in 
securing that object which we all have at 
heart, that is, allaying and not increasing the 
animosity which may at the present time 
prevail.” 


If that be true then, it is doubly true to 
day. At that time things were rather 
hanging in the balance and were in a 
critical stage, but to-day that stage is 
passed, war has broken out, and no 
harm can come of it. I say, therefore, 
that the right hon. Gentleman him- 
self is doubly interested, and if this 
motion does no good on the ground the: 
right hon, Gentleman mentioned, it can at 
least do no harm. I believe myself it 
will do good if a Committee of inquiry is 
appointed, because by its appointment the 
Government would show a desire to probe: 
this matter to the bottom, and that can 
have nothing but a beneficial effect upon 
those with whom we are engaged in war 
at the present moment. In asking for 
this inquiry my task has been rendered 
far more easy by a precedent of the House 
of Commons in 1888 which I propose to 
follow very closely. In L888, as many 
hon. Members will remember, there were 
serious charges made against a Member 

of this House against the leader of : 

great and historis party, and it was fe Jt 
that these charges ought to be inquired 
into, and ought not to be allowed to go: 
unanswered for the reputation of the 


| House itself. The Bill was called the 


Charges and Allegations Bill. If it was 
important in the mind of the Government 
of the day, and in the mind of the Colonial 
Secretary,that thoseallegationsand charges 
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«ugainsta private Member should beinquired 
into and set at rest one way or the other, 
it is far more important that the charges 
-and suspicions that are rife and rampant 
with regard to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary should be inquired 
into. Mr. Parnell was only a private 
Member of this House, but the right hon. 
Gentleman occupies a far different posi- 
tion. He is not only a member of the 
Cabinet, but a very prominent and lead- 
ing member of the Cabinet. I say again 
that my task has been rendered more 
easy by what was said upon that occa- 
sion, and by the precedent set up which 
was so eloquently supported by the right 
hon. Gentleman himself. The quotations 
| shall have to make from the right hon. 
Gentleman will shorten my _ speech, 
because he is a master of language, and 
he is able to express what [ should 
like to express so much more eloquently 
than I could hope to do that I propose 
adopting his words as my own, only 
acknowledging my indebtedness to him 
whenever I do so, Following the prece- 
dent referred ta, I must not prejudge 
the case. I am asking for an inquiry, 
and I do not desire to express 
any opinion as to whether the charges 
ind allegations made are true or not. I 
express no opinion upon that. Not only 
must I not prejudge the case, but I must 
not specify the charges. _ [Ministerial 
cries of “ Oh, oh!” and “ Why ?”] Hon. 
Members opposite think I ought to, but I 
told them I intended to follow the pre- 
cedent of 1888 If hon. Members will 
kindly not interrupt me I will tell them 
why, according to that precedent, I must 
not specify the charges. Upon that 
occasion the right hon. Gentleman said 
that the Government must not specify 
the charges because that would make 
them a party to the indictment. But 
although I do not specify the charges, 
| wish to say this—I want to be 
quite fair to the right hon. Gentleman. 
| Ministerial langhter.} Do hon. Members 
opposite question my intention ? [Cries of 
“Yes!”] I wish to be fair, and although | 
beheve from the evidence of the Colonial 
Office itself that it has been amply proved 
that that Department——-and presumably the 
right hon. Gentleman himself—knew of 
the conspiracy in Johannesburg, and felt 
that a rebellion was mminent and that it 
might take place any day or any week, 
I will say this, that I do not consider, 


as far as the evidence which was produced 
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before the inquiry of 1897 went, that there 
is any proof whatever that the right hon. 
Gentleman knew of the actual raid or 
that it was going to take place. It is 
enough for my purpose to say that 
there are grave suspicions anent the 
Colonial Office. The right hon. Gentle- 
man himself has admitted them, and 
the First Lord of the Treasury has also 
admitted them by his speech at Man- 
chester, which, if it means anything at 
all, must mean that there are suspicions 
in connection with the raid so strong as 
to hamper the action of the Government. 
[Ministerial cries of “No, no!”] Hon. 
Membersopposite will have an opportunity 
of replying. I say it is enough for me that 
suspicion is widely rife in the country at 
the present time, and that there are 
reasonable grounds for the suspicion that 
the Colonial Secretary knew a great deal 
more about that conspiracy than has been 
made public.” {Ministerial interruptions. | 
I ask the indulgence of the House, but | 
can assure hon. Members opposite that I 
am not going to be deterred from saying 
what I have to say by any interrup- 
tions they may make. It may be said that 
we have had an inquiry. The right hon. 
Gentleman himself has argued so. He 
said it was an impartial inquiry, and that 
the whole thing had for ever been set at 
rest. I consider that the inquiry of 1897 
was very little better than a farce, and it 
was not impartial. The Colonial Secre- 
tary has spoken of it as an impartial 
inquiry, but the letters published in a 
Belgian paper the other day have 
very seriously impugned the impar- 
tiality of that inquiry. I do not 
see the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary in his place, but 
I will ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the inquiry of 1897 was such an 
inquiry as was promised to the House, 
and whether it was such an inquiry as 
was promised to President Kruger. I do 
not think the right hon. Gentleman him- 
self will deny that the fullest possible 
inquiry was promised to President 
Kruger, and | ask him, after the 
way in which that promise was car- 
ried out, can we wonder at the sus- 
picion that rests in the mind of the 
Government of the Transvaal as to the 
bona fides of the present Government ! 
Why, as a matter of fact, Earl Grey was 
not called at that inquiry, and Dr. Harris, 
when he was recalled, was away somewhere 
and could not be found, Mr. Hawksley 
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refused to give certain evidence, and it 
seems to me that some members of the 
Committee considered it to be their fune- 
tion not to elicit evidence, but to assist 
witnesses in withholding evidence. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- 
tary has seen the cablegrams not produced, 
and has admitted that they contain implica- 
tions of complicity ; and yet, Sir, when 
Mr. Hawksley withheld them, nothing 
was done. He was allowed to flout the 
Committee, and to say he did not recog- 
nise its judicial character, he was not 
called to the Bar of the House, and he 
has been allowed to do what he pleased 
ever since. Then, again, the fresh facts 
which have heen produced by the [adepen- 
dunce Belye constitute a very strong ground 
for a fresh and entirely new inquiry. 
I have heard the Report of the Committee 
referred to as a unanimous Report. In 
the first place, only ten members voted 
for the final Repert, and within a fort- 
night four of those appeared in this 
House to show dissatisfaction at no 
action whatever having followed the 
Report, and only six members who 
voted for the Report were satisfied 
with what was done within a fortnight 
afterwards. That may be an _ excel- 
lent argument for not taking action on 


the Report, but it isa very much stronger 


argument for having a fresh inquiry. 
Then the very gravest doubts have been 
thrown on the impartiality of the Com- 
mittee. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary has described the in- 
quiry as impartial, but we find that Mr. 
Hawksley, the solicitor for those on their 
defence, had a great deal to do with the 
empanelling of this Committee. In a 
letter written by Mr. Hawksley to Mr. 
Fairtield he says 

“T suppose it will be possible for the views 
of the directors to be to some extent con- 
sidered in appointing some of the members? 
In this case, may | suggest the names of Mr. 
Carson, ().C., Mr. A. C. Cripps, Q.C., and 
Mr. George Wyndham’ Will it be possible 
to have an opportunity of discussing with you 
the terms of the reference to the Select 
Committee?” 


Mr. 


Then there is a_ telegram from 
Hawksley to Mr. Beit 


* Doing all possible to secure Wyndham as 
well as Chartered nominee.” 


I do not know whether there is any 
evidence to show who the Chartered 
nominee was, but of course the Mr. 
Wyndham referred to is the Under Secre- 


Mr. D. A. Thomas. 
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tary of State for War, who was after- 
wards a member of the Committee. 
Then there is a telegram from Mr. 
Hawksley to Mr. Fairfield 

“ Best thanks for note and all your trouble. 
Let me know any difficulties or change as to 
constitution of Committee. Could call this 
afternoon if desired.” 


What was all this trouble that Mr. Fair- 
field was taking at the Colonial Office, 
where he had charge of the South African 
department? [maintian that these com. 
munications show that Mr. Hawksley had 
a great deal to do—I will not say with 
packing the jury—but certainly he had a 
great deal to do with the empanelling of 
the Committee ; and not only had he- 
the solicitor fer the defence—a great deal 
to do with the selection of the Committee, 
but he was in touch during the whole 
time with some of its members. Here 
is a telegram from Dr. Jameson to Mr. 
Hawksley while the Committee was sit 
ting 2 

“Had an hour with Johnny. He will be all! 
right. Wyndham promises not to leave it till 
he succeeds.” 


I do not know who “Johnny” was. [am 
told it isa generic name —a kind of term of 
endearment. It has been suggested to me 
that “Johnny” was Sir John Willoughby. 
In that case he was one of the witnesses, 
and it seems there must have been 
grave doubt as to whether he was going 
to prove loyal to his fellow-conspirators. 
I do not know whether Mr. Wyndham 
succeeded or not, but we know that the 
Under Secretary for War was the only 
member of the Committee who voted 
against the final Report, and he has 
since stated that he did on the 
ground that Mr. Rhodes was too strongly 
condemned in it. There is a letter from 
another “Johnny” which shows that 
some members of the Committee were in 
touch with the conspirators and with 
their solicitor. This “Johnny” writes 


sO 


“The Committee meet (privately) at 4.30 
in Colonel Legge’s room, and L could see Mr. 
Leonard immediately after the meeting breaks 
up.” 


I wonderwhat would be thought of a judge 
of the High Court who, before the court 
sat, wrote a private letter to the solicitor 
for the detendants, saying, “ [ should like 
to see you after the court rises in my 
private room.” Mr. Justice Bigham 
wrote the letter I have quoted. [ contend, 
and contend very strongly, that that 
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shows that the Committee was not an 
impartial Committee. I may be told it 


was not intended to be impartial, that | 


it was arranged between the two 
front benches or behind the Speaker’s 
chair, that it was intended that a gentle- 
man on one side should be set against 
another gentleman on the other. I am 
not concerned, and I do not think the 
House or the country is concerned with 
the front benches in this matter. One of 
our Objections is that the Committee had 
rather too much front bench representa- 
tion on it. There are very able and pro- 
minent men on our front benches ; but, 
like most good things, we can have 
much of them, and we had _ too 
much of them on that Committee, 
especially as ther have a way 
of sticking up for one — another. 
After all, it was not Mr. Rhodes, 
int the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary who was the chief 
defendant. Now, I wish to say a word 
or two about the right hon, Gentleman’s 
position on that Committee. I maintain 
that, as defendant-in-chie&, he ought never 
to have been on the Committee, and on 
that ground alone the Committee is con- 
demned as an impartial Committee. The 
Committee devoted an unnecessarily long 
time to ve-condemning Mr, Rhodes. He 
had already been condemned by the Cape 
inquiry. He himself admitted that the 
report of that inquiry was a fair one, 
and the Committee of this House em- 
hodied a very large portion of it in the 
report they subsequently made to this 
House. When the precedent which I am 
endeavouring to follow—that of 1888 
was being considered by the House the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Sec- 
retary said 


too 


“In one sense the objection to a Committee 
would be very strong. A Committee of this 
House would have to be judge and jury.” 


I maintain that the objection to the Com- 
mittee of 1897 was very much stronger, 
for it was not only judge and jury, but 
judge, jury, and defendants all rolled 
into one. I daresay the right hon. 
(rentleman may say, “ Oh, I was asked to 
go on, and was urged and pressed by 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite.” That 
may be a very good answer to anything 
that may be said from the front bench on 
this side, but it is no answer at all to 
hon. Members bebind that bench or to the 
country when a charge is made that this 


Oo” 
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Committee was not impartial. I say the 
right hon. Gentlemen ought never to have 
been on the Committee, and the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Northampton ought 
never to have been on it. The right hon. 
Gentleman was a defendant and the hon. 
Member for Northampton unquestionably 
was biassed before he went on the Com- 
One point I would urge as justi- 
fying the strong suspicions that are 
entertained. There is a vast deal of 
mystery behind the conduct of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Seerctary 
to the Colonies in connection with 
his action on the \Committee. On 
July 13th the right hon. Gentleman was 
a party to a Report which not only ac- 
quitted the Colonial Secretary of having 
had anything to do with the raid, but also 
condemned Mr. Rhodes in the strongest 
terms. I hope the House will give me 
their attention, because I want to make 
this point clearly. [An Hon. Mem 
BER laughed.} Hon. Gentlemen may 
laugh, but I think they will find that 
their constituents do not consider this a 
laughing matter. There is some extra- 
ordinary mystery attaching to the peculiar 
code of honour—-or I will say the peculiar 
code of ethics—of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary. On July 
13th he was a party to a Report which 
said— 

“He [Mr. Rhodes] deceived the High Com- 
inissioner representing the Imperial Govern- 
ment. Heconcealed his views from his col- 
leagues in the Colonial Ministry and from the 
board of the British South Africa Company, 
and Jed his subordinates to believe that his 
plans were approved by his superiors.” 


On the 13th July the right hon. Gentle- 


man charged Mr. Rhodes with the 
grossest deceit. It must be remembered 
that Mr. Rhodes was a Privy Councillor, 
that he was Prime Minister at the Cape, 
and that he was a director of the 
Chartered Company, Within a fortnight, 
however, the right hon. Gentleman states 
in the House— 


“But as to one thing [am _ perfectly con- 
vineed—that while the fault of Mr. Rhodes 
is about as great a fault asa politician or a 
statesman can commit, there has been nothing 
proved—and, in my opinion, there exists 
nothing—which affects Mr. Rhodes’s personal 
position asa man of honour. It is said by 
some Members who take a ditferent view that 
he deceived this person and that person. That 
is perfectly true, but that is part of the 
original offence. If a man goes into a revolu- 
tion he may be right or he may be wrong. _ In 
this case Mr. Rhodes was wrong. But if a 
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man goes into a revolution it follows as a 
matter of course that he must deceive other 
people. He cannot proclaim his intentions 
trom the house-tops,” ete. 


And then the right hon. Gentleman goes 
on to say— 

“ Therefore, as far as I am concerned, in con- 
sidering the position of Mr. Rhodes I dismiss 
absolutely those charges which affect his per- 
sonal honour.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, let us consider this 
fora moment. Mr. Rhodes had deceived 
the High Commissioner of Cape Colony, 
he had deceived his colleagues in the Cape 
Ministry, he had deceived the Govern- 
ment here, and, of course, he had deceived 
the Chartered Company. If it is not 
dishonourable for a Prime Minister to 
deceive his colleagues in his Ministry, is 
it any more dishonourable for a Colonial 
Secretary to deceive his colleagues? The 
right hon. Gentleman says that all this 
arose from the original offence. Well, | 
have heard of the end justifying the 


means, but I never heard of the: 


beginning justifying the means: only 
make a mistake in the beginning, says 
the right hon. Gentleman, in effect, and 
you may commit any dishonourable action 
you please afterwards, and it will not 
affect your personal honour. The right 
hon. Gentleman says that if a man goes 
into a revolution he may be right or he 
may be wrong; but if he does, it follows 
that he must deceive other people and 
that he would not proclaim his in- 
tentions from the house-tops. Well, 
no one can complain that the 
Colonial Secretary published from the 
house-tops his knowledge of the revo- 
lution contemplated or the plot for 
such a revolution, although he knew that 
it might lead to civil war in South Africa. 
Of course, [| admit that a revolution 
cannot be made with rosewater, and 
that Mr. Khodes would conceal _ his 
intentions from those against whom the 
revolution was directed. But L want 
the House to discriminate. The charge 
against Mr. Rhodes—which, I say, in- 
volves a charge of the grossest dishonour 

is that he deceived not so much those 
against whom the conspiracy was directed, 
but that he deceived his Queen, his col- 
leagues in his Ministry, the shareholders 
of the Chartered Company—those who 
had put him in a position of trust. That 
involves a very wide difference, and if the 
right hon.Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 

Mr. D. A. Thomas. 
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| honours me with a reply, I hope he will 
do something to justify to the House and 
the country his exculpation of Mr. 
Rhodes. (Laughter.) Hon. Members 
may think this a laughing matter, but | 
feel deeply on the matter. Since 
I have been in this House, and that 
|is now twelve years, there has been uo 
matter upon which I have felt so deeply 
/as [do upon this. [| have said that the 
suspicions which are so rife that the 
| Colonial Office were privy to much 
that was going on at the close of 
1895 are not unreasonable; 1 go 
further, and say there is strong ground 
for them. Sir John Willoughby, whom | 
am sure everyone regards as a truthful and 
| honourable man, wrote a letter in March or 
April, 1896, to Sir Redvers Buller, in 
which he said that he “took part in the 
preparation of the military expedition, and 
went into the Transvaal in pursuance of 
orders received from the administrator of 
Matabeleland, and in the honest and loin 
fide belief that these steps were taken 
with the knowledge and consent of the 
Imperial authorities. I was informed by 
.Dr. Jameson that this was the fact. And 
in answer to a question at the inquiry he 
said 
“It appeared in the evidence that certain 
Imperial authorities knew what was occurring.” 


I say that when a man in Sir John 
Willoughby’s position makes that charge, 
there is certainly ground for suspicion. 
He, however, on the first day, pri! 6, 
refused to answer certain questions, aud 
then on April 7 Mr. Hawksley wires to 
Sir John Willoughby 


“Could you and the Doctor come to me here 
at or after four? We ought, in anticipation of 
consultation to-morrow, to have strict business 
talk without interruption by others. I think 
I see my way out.” 


Well, apparently he did see the way out, 
and answered questions and gave explan- 
ations. There is nothing new in all this, 
but I refer to it in order to enforce my 
argument. Then Miss Flora Shaw, tele- 
graphing in code on December 17 to Mr. 


Rhodes, said 
“(Chamberlain sound in case of interference 


by European Powers, but have special reason 
to believe wishes you must do it immediately. 


After that she had a conversation with 
Mr. Fairfield. Of course Mr. Fairfield is 
‘dead, and “dead men tell no tales.” 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Dead men _ cannot 
reply. 
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*Mr. D. A. THOMAS: The right hon. 
Gentleman says dead men cannot reply, 
but neither can dead men give evidence. 
Miss Shaw said that Mr. Fairfield told 
her, “If the Johannesburg burghers are 
going to rise, it is to be hoped that they 
will do it soon.” There are many other 
telegrams between Mr. Rhodes and 
Miss Shaw, but what I have said is 
sufficient to justify me in maintaining 
that there are strong and_ reasonable 
grounds for the suspicions which are so 
largely entertained in the public mind. | 
thank the House for the indulgence 
which has been shown me. I have oceu- 
pied the time of the House far longer 
than I intended when [I got up. I con- 
clude by quoting from a speech made by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary. On 24th July, 1888, the right 
hon. Gentleman eloquently demanded an 
inquiry into an allegation made against 
the hon. Member for Cork, in the course 
of which he said- 


* Now we will test that, and we will take the 
test which is put by my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Bedford, namely, that we have no right 
to ask the hon. Member for Cork to undergo 
any inquiry which we would not invite our- 
selves to accept for ourselves. The hon. 
Member for Cork is charged with these oftences 
in Lhe Times. Suppose a charge of that kind 
had been brought against me by Zhe Times 
newspaper, does anyone in this House believe 
that under those circumstances [ would not 
have gone to a jury? Does anyone believe 
that under those circumstances [ would not 
advise a friend to go to a jury? [An Hon. 
MEMBER: Suppose it were against United 
Lreland’| An hon. Member says, ‘ United 
Ireland. do not think it at all improbable 
that United Ireland may slander or libel me ; 
but if it does, I will go toa jury. [An. Hoy. 
MeEMBER: In Dublin?] Even then [ would go 
toa jury.” 


Finally, I will quote words of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary, 
uttered on the same day, which I propose 
to adopt as my own. 


* The matter is in the hands of the House of 
Commons, and it is the honour and the dignity 
and the character of the House of Commons 
which areat stake. Itseems to me that in the 
interest of the House of Commons, in the interest 
of the public, in the interest of the hon. Member 
who has laboured so long un:ler these imputa- 
tions, we are bound, without reference to the 
Government, to take this matter in hand, and 
to say, whatever it may cost in the way 
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of time and labour, whatever may be the 
disadvantages to public business, ‘We are 
bound to take this matter in nand and carry 
it through, we are bound to secure that 
there shall be the fullest and most 
complete and most satisfactory investigation 
into the terrible charges which have been 
allowed to hang so long over the heads of 
public men.’ ” 


I beg to move the resolution standing in 
my name. 


*Mr. 8S. T. EVANS (Glamorganshire, 
Mid): [ also desire to appeal to the 
indulgence of the House in seconding 
this resolution. I shall do so 
shortly and concisely as I possibly can, 
as I feel it is only fair to the right 
hon. the Colonial Secretary, who is 
chiefly concerned in this matter, that he 
should have as good an opportunity and 
as favourable a time as possible to lay his 
reply before the House of Commons. 
But it will be necessary for me to go to 
some extent into the history of this matter, 
because, I regret to say at the outset, 
there are some portions of the speech 
of the hon. Member who moved the 


as 


resolution with which I cannot agree. | 
hope, however, to make the case for a 
full inquiry perfectly clear to the House. 


Now, in view of the deplorable events 
which took place in South Africa in the last 
few days of 1895, the Government had 
no alternative but to offer to this House, 
to the nation, to South Africa, and to 
the whole world, an inquiry into those 
events and into the circumstances which 
led up to them. Accordingly a promise 
was made in the most solemn form in 
which a promise can be made, namely, 
in the Speech from the Throne, that there 
should be a “searching” inquiry. — A 
solemn promise was also made to the other 
party most affected, President Kruger, 
that the inquiry should be the “fullest 
possible inquiry.” Now, I admit that 
the groundwork of the motion which 
I have undertaken to second is that 
there still remains something to be done 
to fulfil the pledges which were so given. 
The tragic and calamitous results which 
followed, as the direct and almost inevit- 
able consequences, from the proceedings 
which led up to the raid, and from the 
raid itself, so far from superseding the 
necessity for further inquiry, enhance 
that necessity and make further inquiry 
a sacred duty on the part of the House 
of Commons. I shall not detain the House 
by discussing whether or not this is an 
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opportune time for bringing on this 
motion, 


making such a motion, and I do not 
think the right hon. the Colonial Secretary 
himself, w ho i is nothing if not courageous, 
will complain of the motion being brought 


forward at this time, because he has said | 


that criticism can do no harm now that 
affairs in South Africa have gone out of 
the hands of politicians into the hands of 
the military. I do not conceal from the 
House the gravity of this motion, affect- 
ing as it does the credit and reputation 
of a Minister of the Crown holding high 
ottice in the State and of the Department 
over which he presides, involving the 
honour of the House of Commons, and 
touching the good faith of the British 
nation itself. Anyone therefore who 
undertakes to move or second such a 
resolution is bound to lay before the 
House of Commons a_ strong and 
cogent case in favour of the adoption 
of the motion. Now, was the work 
of the South African Committee 
searching, and was it complete? Did 
it satisfy and discharge the promise 
given by the Secretary of State when he 
undertook that there should be the fullest 
possible inquiry ! It is admitted that the 
work of the South African Committee was 
not complete ; itis admitted that the second 
part of the reference, a portion of their 
duty which they were called upon by the 
House of Commons to perform, was not 
proceeded with; it is admitted that the 
Committee did not ask for or recom- 
mend their reappointment in the following 
session—a matter which occasioned no 
little surprise. But it is not on these 
grounds alone that [ ask the House of 
Commons to agree to this motion; but 
chiefly in order that the most important 
matter which the Committee had to 
inquire into should be searched and 
probed to the bottom, viz., the national 


and international question of the position ‘ 


or relationship of the Colonial Secretary 
and of the Colonial Oftice with regard to 
the conspiracy against the Government 
of the Transvaal in the latter half of the 
year 1895. My hon. friend said he 
would not state the charges against the 
right hon. Gentleman, but | think it 
is only fair to state them. My hon. 
friend said the charges were made before 
the Committee; but it is necessary 
that they should also be made 


in this House, and the charges I 


Mr. S. T. Evans. 
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make against the right hon. Gentle- 
man are, that there are strong grounds 
for the suspicion and suggestion that the 
Colonial Oftice and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary had some 
knowledge of the events of the latter 
part of the year 1895 which led up to 
and culminated in the raid. Let me 
make my position perfectly clear. | 
do not say the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary is guilty; I 
do not say he had any knowledge ; | 
have no right to say so. The Committee, 
so far as their deliberations went, and so. 
far as they investigated the matter, exone- 
rated the right hon. Gentleman, and he 
has been exonerated by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth, and by the present Leader of the 
Opposition ; therefore it is not right fer 
us to say that he is guilty. But what we 
do say is that we can point out to the 
House certain things which make it not 
unreasonable for people in the country 
—which is after all the important thing 

to believe that there is sorie truth in 


. the rumours which have been floating 


about. It is beyond doubt that it was 
intended and expected that the Com 
mittee should inquire into the question 
to which | have referred. Special men- 
tion was made of it in this House before 
the Committee was reappointed in 1897, 
when the right hon. Gentleman — the 
Member for West FRI speak 
ing on the 29th of January, said 
‘The inquiry at the Cape professed to be, 
iit was, merely an inquiry into how tar the 
Colonial authorities at the Cape were in any 
degree mixed up with, or responsible for, 
this matter, and the finding of that committee 
confined itself explicitly to persons in that 
relation. But that is not the question which, 
acoondiing to the Speech from the Throne, we 
were to inquire into. We were to inquire 
into the relations of the Empire in these tran- 
sactions, andin regard to its relations to the 
other States who might be atfected by it.” 


That was a matter therefore which was in 
the mind of the House when the Com- 
mittee was appointed. That was what 
the Committee was called upon to do, 
and they met in order to perform that 
work. I make no charge whatever of 
any want of impartiality against the 
personnel of the Committee. No such 
charges can be made, in my opinion, 
against any Member of the House who 
was then a member of the Committee. 
I do not believe in the alleged eonspiracy 
amongst the members of the Committee 
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to hush up the inquiry, and I accept 
fully the statement made by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire in this House on the 5th 
February last, when he said—- 


Inquiry into 


“Tt has been suggested that members 
of that Committee had some object in not 
pursuing those investigations, that they de- 
liberately hushed them up. Well [ speak for 
myself, but [ believe no member of that Com- 
mittee ever had such an idea in his head, or 
ever acted upon it.” 


But in that speech he made a further 
statement which, I think, deserves to be 
recalled here and to receive serious con- 
sideration by this House. He said— 


“The authors of the raid had influence 
enough in this House, and out of this House, 
tohave prevented the reappointment of that 
Committee eight months later.” 


Is that true? Will the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary for the Colonies 
deny that that is true ? 


*Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, cer- 
tainly I will. Of course it is a matter of 
opinion, but that is not my opinion ; my 
opinion is that the majority of the House 
could not be influenced in the manner 
the hon. Gentleman suggests. 


*Mr. S. T. EVANS: The question is 
uot Whether the majority of this House 
could influenced; the question 
whether the authors of the raid and others 
interested in the raid had sufficient in- 
fence in this House and power else- 
where to prevent the majority of the 
House having an opportunity of deciding 
the matter. Ido not think my right hon. 
friend referred to the majority. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: May IL ask 
the hon. Member to repeat that sentence ? 
[ do not understand what he means. 
Does he suppose the Chartered Company 
had influence which could have affected 
the proceedings in this House in the 
reappointment of the Committee ? 


is 


be 


*Mr. S. T. EVANS: Probably every- 
hody in the House understands except 
the right hon. Gentleman. Nobody finds 
it so difficult to understand as those who 
do not wish to. There might be influence 
brought to bear which might cause the 
Government toabstain from proposing or 
asking for the re-appointment of the 
Committee. That statement, I hope, is 
explicit enough even for the right hon. 
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Gentleman. So far as I am aware, there 
is no difference of opinion, at any rate on 
this side of the House, as to the necessity 
in the public interest of reopening the 
inquiry. We do not say what the form 
of the inquiry should be or when the 
inquiry shall take place—that is for the 
Government to say ; but what we think is, 
and my proposition is, that the investiga- 
tionsot the Committee of 1897 were not ex- 
haustive ; that they had not the materials 
before them to enable or entitle them to 
say that their Report should be accepted 
as final. The conclusions of that Report 
might have been different if there had 
heen a fuller and more thorough investi. 
gation and a complete disclosure of all 
the materials which might have been laid 
before the Committee. Can it be doubted 
that there do exist strong grounds for sus- 
picion that there was a knowledge of this 
conspiracy in the Colonial Office? [I pro- 
pose to state to the House what I conceive 
to be the grounds which I am entitled to 


Jameson Raid. 


describe as grounds for grave sus- 
picion. I should be the last person 


to say that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary should be called 
upon to answer any accusation which any 
newspaper thinks fit to makgagainst him— 
he would not be able to do anything else 
if he did ; but in this case the circum- 
stances are so grave and the suspicions 
so generally held that it is due not 
only to his party but to the House of 
Commons that he should not only assent 
to the Committee being reappointed, but 
insist upon it. First of all [ say that 
the conduct of the Colonial Seeretary at 
the inquiry was such as to give rise to- 
strong suspicions with reference to the 
relationship of the Colonial Secretary andi 
of the Colonial Office to the conspiracy, 
which is now acknowledged to have 


existed for promoting and assisting 
the revolution for the overthrow of 
the Government of the Transvaal. In 


the next place I say there is ground for 
suspicion arising by reason of many things 
which the Committee left undone—the 
complaint is not so much of what they 
did do, as of what they did not do—and 
particularly by reason of the failure of 
the Committee to enforce its own order 
and call to the Bar of the House of Com- 
mons a gentleman who had been guilty of 
disobedience of the orders and of contumacy 
towards the Committee. The third ground 
is the inexplicable, or at all events 
the unexplained, behaviour of members of 
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the Government after the Committee made 
its report. And, finally, we are entitled to 
ask for a further inquiry into this matter 
because of the new facts since ascertained. 
My hon. friend the Member for Merthyr 
referred to a speech made by the Colonial 
Secretary when he said, in January, 1897- - 

“In dealing with matters at this juncture, | 
am myself in a difficult position, and ‘I am sure 
the House will show me every consideration. | 
am not altogether disinterested. The hon. 
Member who moved the Amendment referred 
to ramours current during the last few months 
with regard to my action and policy previous 
to the raid. [ cannot ignore these rumours, 
and if there be any person in or out of the 
House who believes that I knew of the intended 
raid, or Was cognisant of that raid beforehand, 
or that I did not take every step in my power 
to prevent the raid and to turn it back after 
it commenced—if there be any such person, 
then I have, above all persons in the House, the 
ost reason to desire inquiry.” 


Those observations are as applicable to 
the state of things now as they were when 
made in 1897. What was the conduct of 
the right hon. Gentleman at the 
Committee! Was it not the duty of 
the Colonial Oftice, remembering the chief 
object for which the Committee was 
appointed, af once to place before the 
Committee, not late in the day, but at the 
very earliest moment, all the information 
at their disposal, and particularly every 
scrap of paper, relevant and material, 
which was in the pigeon-holes of the 
Colonial Office! The House will remem- 
ber that one or two memoranda were 
produced by the right hon. Gentleman in 
the middle of the evidence. He produced 
them because he thought they supported 
his theory, but if some memoranda were 
produced, why not all? Why keep 
hack other documents such as  com- 
munications with the High Com- 
missioner of South Africa, and with Mr. 
Hawksley, a solicitor of the City of 
London, to whom I will refer more 
specifically ina moment! It is not sur- 
prising that rumours floated about as to 
the complicity of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary. The House, 
remembering the disclosed facts alone, will 
say they were, until explained, sufficient 
to engender doubt and suspicion in 
the minds of reasonable men. Let 
me remind the House of some of the 
hare facts. It is admitted — that 
Dr. Jameson and Mr. Rhodes had a plan 
for assisting the revolutionists in 
Johannnesburg, and it is common know- 
ledge that there were frequent visits to 
Mr. S. T. Evans. 
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the Colonial Office by Lord Grey, a 
director of the Chartered Company, Dr. 
Harris, the Secretary of the company, and 
Mr. Rhodes’s private secretary, Mr. 
Hawksley, the solicitor of the company, 
and Miss Flora Shaw, the ‘confidential 
adviser of Mr. Rhodes and _ colonial 
correspondent of The Times. — It is 
admitted that visits were made to the 
Colonial Office by these people, who had 
knowledge of the conspiracy. Were not 
these visits in themselves enough to raise 
a suspicion in the minds of reasonable 
men! But the matter does not rest 
there. The Colonial Secretary, after having 
said at this time that he refused to give 
to Mr. Rhodes, for two years, a_ strip 
of land all along and coterminous with 
the Bechuana boundary of the Trans- 
vaal for the purpose of a_ railway, 
shortly afterwards and suddenly granted 
that strip of land, which is ten miles 
wide, to the Chartered Company. 
| should like to know what was it, in 
the state of things which then existed, that 
made the right hon. Gentleman first 
refuse to give that strip of land for two 
years, and what was it, in the state of 
things immediately afterwards, that in- 
duced him to concede it to Mr. Rhodes, 
and at the same time to hand _ the 
Bechuanaland police over to the Chartered 
Company. The right hon. Gentleman 
prides himself on being able to make good 


c 


bargains, and there was one extraordinary 


passage of arms between him and Mr. 
Rhodes with regard to the cession of the 
territory and with regard to the handing 


over of the police. ‘The House will see it 
at question 2044 in the Blue-book. Mr. 
Rhodes was cross-examined by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
who, probably, without the training 
usually considered necessary for the 
purpose, was the best cross-exammer, 
if he bent his energies to the matter, who 
was on the Committee——as follows- 

** 2044.—The cession, besides being advan- 
taveous to the chiefs, was not disadvantageous, 
I think, to the British Government 7—You 
saved the whole cost of the police. : 

“2045.—We saved the cost of the police, 
which I think amounted at that time to 
£46,000 a year ?—I thought it was £60,000. 

“ 2046.—We also saved, did we not, or were 
to save if the agreement had been carried out, 
£200,000, which had heen promised to you by 
my predecessor ax a subsidy for the railway 
Yes, you made a most excellent bargain. 

“9047. —And perhaps you were themore realy 
to make a good bargain because you had some 
other views ?—I am afraid you took adyantage 
of them.” 
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No one would see the importance of an 
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observation of that kind more quickly | 


than the right hon. Gentleman, but he 
passes it over in silence and makes at once 
a complete transition from this part of the 
cross-eXamination to another. What one 
would have expected would be that Mr. 
Rhodes would have been asked for an 
explanation of his extraordinary and sug- 
gestive answer. But the next question is : 
“Now I come to what you have told me 
about the causes of discontent in 
Johannesburg ” — dropping the matter 
quickly and suddenly, never to return to 
it. | will now resume the statement of the 
admitted facts which give rise to suspicion, 
There was knowledge of the intended rising 
inSouth Africa. The right hon. Gentleman 
knew it, Lord Selborne knew it. They did 
not take quite the same view of it. The 
right hon. Gentleman thought such a rising 
would be an ‘absolutely bloodless revo- 
lution.” Lord Selborne thought there 
would be “civil war throughout South 
Africa.” If this latter was the view of the 
Colonial Office, no stone ought to have been 
left unturned to try and stop therevolution. 
The Colonial Office were in communication 
with Mr. Rhodes, and the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own case is that Mr. Fair- 
field was an honourable man who would 
have told him all he knew about the 
matter. It is clear from what has 
developed since that the cables to Mr. 
Rhodes in South Africa were actually 
settled in consultation. “They were 
settled,” says Mr. Hawksley in his letter 
to Mr. Maguire of the 19th February, 1897, 
“in consultation.” I pass quickly over 
the other facts. There was a tragedy of 
errors. Mr. Fairfield was deaf, he did 
not understand ; the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary did not guess 
what was going on ; Dr. Harris misunder 
stood ; Mr. Hawksley misconceived ; Miss 
Flora Shaw assumed ; Mr. Rhodes misled 
himself and other people. That is a bare 
statement of facts, but I submit to the 
House it is an accurate statement. 
And is it to be wondered at when 
these facts are so, and are admitted, that 
people in the country, and not only here, 
but abroad, over the whole world, thought 
there was something which had not come 
to light? The general result was inevi- 
table, and such as made the amplest and 


earliest disclosure of all documents neces- | 


sary in the interest of the Colonial Secre- 
tary himself and of the Colonial Office. 


Under the circumstances I will not go, 
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fully into other conduct of the right hon. 
Gentleman on the Committee except to say 
this : he interposed at the very commence- 
ment of Dr. Harris’s evidence immediately 
a statement was made which might 
be considered prejudicial. That — is 
not the way to take evidence. Let the wit- 
ness be cross-examined, and then let the 
witness who is against him, when his turn 
comes, go into the box. Almost im- 
mediately Dr. Harris had given the first 
part of his story, the right hon. Gentleman 
insisted on his right to go into the box to 
give his version. Nobody expected that 
afterwards Dr. Harris would give a full 
account. | Moreover the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not insist on the production of 
the Hawksley telegrams, and he did not 
produce the Hawksley correspondence. 
I desire to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
one or two definite questions. Is it the 
fact that there is in the Colonial Office a let- 
terof Mr. Hawksley s—not a mere covering 
letter-—setting out in considerable detail 
what he considered to be the facts? The 
House is entitled to know whether there 
is any correspondence in the Colonial 
Office between Mr. Hawksley and the 
Colonial Secretary, at the time of or 
following upon the production of the 
cablegrams to the Colonial Secretary. 
The right hon, Gentleman may say he 
was only one member of the Committee, 
and it was not his business to insist on 
the production of the telegrams. This 
is the account of the matter in the Blue- 
hook. At question 9584 my right hon. 
friend, in answer to my friend the hon. 
Member for Northampton, says— 


“9584.—I suppose you would like these tele- 
grams to appear’—I really am quite in- 
different. 

* 9585.—Would you apply to Mr. Rhodes as 
Colonial Secretary ?—I do not think [ have 
any right to approach him as Colonial Seere- 
tary in such a matter. 

“9586.—Or in your individual capacity ?—I 
do not think he would pay the least attention 
to me ; if for any reason he desires not to pro- 
duce them, I think he would not be influenced 
by my request. 

“9587.—Would you mind making it ?—No, I 
should not mind making it. 

“9588.—Then you will make it ?—No, that is 
a different thing; I say I should not mind 
making it ; [ do not say [ will make it. 

“©9589.—You have no objection to making 
it ?—Not the least.” 


Was it not the duty of the right hon. 
Gentleman as a member of the Com- 
mittee to have insisted on these cablegrams 
being produced ? When he himself 
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wanted to see the cablegrams he was not 
so indifferent to their production. The 
right hon. Gentleman said in the Com- 
mittee : 

“When I heard again rumours which were 
-eurrent in London at that time about the 
existence of these telegrams, and about their 
containing something very important indeed, 
| determined that | would see exactly what 
was inthem, and accordingly I instrueted Mr. 
Fairfield to insist on their production.” 


When the Colonial Secretary desired to 
see the telegrams himself, he “ insisted ” ; 
in the Committee he was “ quite indiffer- 
ent.” Let me now pass to what the 
Committee did not do. First of all 
the Committee allowed Mr. Rhodes to 
refuse to answer any questions as to the 
cablegrams at all, and, indeed, there was 
positive refusal on the part of Mr. Rhodes 
to impart any information to the Com- 
mittee about the cablegrams. Secondly, it 
did not recall Mr. Rhodes in reference to 
the cablegrams after some of them were 
produced by the 1Telegraph Company. 


In the third place it did not cross-examine ° 


the Colonial Secretary. Thereare535 pages 
of evidence in this Blue-hook, and thereare 
only five and a-half pages of his evidence. 
Mr. Rhodes was asked over 2,000 
- questions, the Colonial Secretary Jess than 
forty, and twenty-six of these were put 
hy the hon. Member for Northampton. 
In the fourth place the Committee did not 
-call Lord Grey, who was an active nego- 
tiator in this business and an officer of the 
Chartered Company, the conduct of whose 
business was being inquired into by this 
Committee. He had been in direct com- 
munication with the Colonial Secretary. 
It is true the Committee, with great show, 
issued a summons to Dr. Harris to explain 
the telegrams ; but the opportunity to do 
so was never given, the Chairman saying 
that the Committee had been unable to 
find his address, and the Committee 
never saw him again, and never had _ his 
explanation. And, fifthly, there was the 
most extraordinary conduct on the part 
of any Parliamentary Committee that ever 
‘was appointed, in their failure to report Mr. 
Hawksley to this House for disobedience 
to the order of the Committee to produce 
the telegrams. At page 473 of the 
Minutes of Evidence taken before the 
Committee. the House will see what 
was done. Mr. .Hawksley was given 
time to obey the Committee’s instruc- 
tions. He was allowed some days 
in which to make up his mind, and 


Mr. S..T. Beans. 
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'then the Attorney General delivered 
the judgment of the Committee in regard 
to whether these telegrams were privi- 
leged—a question which had heen raised 
by some over-subtle mind. The Attorney 
General concluded his opinion to the 
Committee in this way— 


“It is not disputed that the telegrams are 
relevant ; it is not disputed that if Mr. Rhodes 
had been here no privilege could have been 
claimed by him. It has been clearly decided 
that as against a court of law, and as against, 
therefore, a Parliamentary Committee, the 
privilege of a solicitor is that of a client ; and 
that unless the client could have refused the 
solicitor cannot refuse to produce. Under 
these circumstances the Committee are clearly 
of opinion that their order must be obeyed. 

“THE CHAIRMAN: We therefore call upon 
you. Mr. Hawksley, to produce the tele- 
eras.” 


Mr. Hawksley refuses, and tedls the Com- 
mittee they are not a judicial tribunal. 
Was there ever such conduct before a 
Parliamentary Committee ! 


“The CHAIRMAN : Of course, we take note 
of your refusal. We shall report the matter to 
the House in the ordinary course. We will 
not go further with you to-day. 

“Mr. LABOUCHERE : [ suppose Mr. Hawks 
ley still remains in the box, technically.” 


And, I suppose, Mr. Hawksley has re 
mained in the box, “technically,” ever 
since. Will it be believed that Mr. 
Hawksley was allowed to leave the box, or 
to remain in the box technically, and was 
not asked a single question about a letter 
which he wrote to Mr. Fairfield in Feb- 
ruary, 1896, in which he says ‘Mr. 
Chamberlain knows as much as | do, and 
let him shape his course accordingly”! 
Will it be believed that Mr. Hawksley 
was allowed to leave the box as a witness 
without anybody asking him a question ! 
Why did not the right hon. Gentleman 
ask him what he meant by that? No 
such question was asked, and he left the 
hox without being cross-examined at all. 
What is said in the Report with regard 
to the failure to summon Mr. Hawksley 
to the Bar is this: Mr. Hawksley was a 
poor solicitor, and it is a pity to 
send Mr. Hawksley to the Clock 
Tower or to Newgate, — because 
he was acting in the interest of 
his client. But Mr. Hawksley had heen 
told there was no plea of privilege on 
which he could rest, and that he must 
obey the order of the Committee. His 
offence was disobedience to the order of 
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the Committee, and it is for disobedience | 
of an order of the Committee that a | 


witness is summoned to the Bar and 
committed for contempt. What therefore 
was the real explanation of the Committee 
changing their minds about reporting 
Mr. Hawksley to the House? Nothing 
came out with regard to those telegrams, 
he did not disclose their contents, 
and it was left to the right hon. Gentle- 
man to give secondary evidence of the tele- 
grams which could have been produced. 
If these tele grams Were not important, this 
matter might be allowed to drop. The 
right hon. Gentleman cannot say they 
were not Important. 
26th July, 1897, the Colonial Secretary 
said 

“What were the telegrams which were pro- 
duced? Vhey were compromising telegrams. 
There is no doubt about that. They were iele- 
grams from parties in this country to persons in 
South Africa, which implied the complicity of 
the Colonial Office. So doa few of the tele- 
grams they are a very few sO far as my 
recollection goes—-but I have no doubt that 
among those which were not seen, there are 
also telegrams implying the complicity of the 
Colonial Oftice.”--Hansard (51.) 1167. 


Can anybody say, after that, that it is 
not important, in the interests of truth 
and of allaving once for all these rumours 
about complicity, that these letters and 
telegrams should be produced? The right 
hon, Gentleman has said, and will say 
again, that he himself consented, in a letter 
which was sent to Mr. Hawksley, to the 
publication of these letters. Did he know 
there would be an objection on the other 
side to their being published! If he did, 
his consent was not very useful. But 
What is the use of the right hon. Gentle- 
man telling us he is willing to have them 
produced? What we want is to have the 
telegrams produced. What the country 
demands, and has a right to expect, is 
that they should be produced. When the 
hon. Member for Burnley asked for the 
production of the letters between the right 
aon. Gentleman and Mr. Hawksley, the 
right hon. Gentleman said that the hon. 
Member’s spiteful curiosity would not be 
satisfied, but that those letters would be 
shown to two right hon, Gentlemen on 
the front Opposition bench. As a 


humble Member of the House I protest 
against any doctrine of that kind being 
accepted. Some of us remember Mr, Glad- 
stone on one occasion in the most eloquent 
terms laying down the doctrine that in 
House of Commons all the 


the Mem- 
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bers were equal; and everybody who 
knew the two right hon. Gentlemen 
on the front Opposition bench knew they 
would never consent to look at 
these telegrams and letters on conditions 
of that kind. What right has the 
Colonial Secretary to say he will restrict 
the publication of these documents, which 
the country has a right to see, and to tell 
my hon. friend with a sneer that he 
would produce them to the right hon. 
Gentlemen, because they were honour- 
able men as well as honourable Members ! 
[ have said I did not expect the right 
hon. Gentleman to attend to or answer 
ephemeral effusions of daily news-papers, 
but in regard to this matter there is a 
solid epinion held by men who set down 
contemporary history, that the circum- 
stances demand a new inquiry. J hold 
in my hand the Annual Register of 1897, 
written by a man of eminence, who does 
not lean to the politics represented on 
this side of the House. This is a book to 
which historians of the future may pro- 
hably refer in writing their history. 
What does he say about the cause ? 


“The general feeling was that the proceed- 
ings had been condacted with singular laxity, 
or want of skill. Those interested in keeping 
secret the true history of the raid were entirely 
suecessful, and it was generally by the merest 
chance that any fact of importance was elicited 
from the witnesses. . To a very 
great extent the inquiry had been oby iously 
factitious, but in whose interest concealment 
was considered necessary remained  undi- 
vuleed. [It was surmised that reasons of State 
had been found which outweighed party con- 
sideratfons, and that the leaders of the Opposi- 
tion had been privately convinced that the 
alleged grounds were sufficient for the course 
adopted.” 


That is the record he puts down in the 
Annual Register of 1897. The next 
ground [ see for suspicion is the conduct 
of members of the Government, and 

the Colonial Secretary particularly, after 
the Report was presented. It may be 
said that all these matters on which | 
have touched up to now were matters 
which existed at the time the Committee 
reported. But now we come to matters 
which have happened since, and which 
amply justify us in demanding further 


inquiry. The Secretary of State for 
India, on the 29th July, 1897, made a 
most important speech, three or four 
days after the Committee reported, i 
which he says this— 

‘That great Imperial statesman, Mr. 
Rhodes, had, by a series of able combina- 
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tions, secured British supremacy over a large 
portion ef South Africa. In an unguarded 
moment he associated himself with a most 
unfortunate movement. The raid of Dr. 
Jameson unquestionably set back for many 
years the great policy which Mr. Rhodes had 
spent his life in promoting. The Government 
felt it their duty to exercise all executive 
powers at their command for the purpose of 
stopping the raid, and afterwards of having 
the fullest and most complete investigation 
into the origin and causes of the movement. 
With that inquiry some of the responsible 
leaders of the Opposition were associated, and 
they behaved as Englishmen always behaved 
in positions of responsibility. They sought no 
party ends, and they declined to push the 
inquiry to a point which would endanger the 
supremacy of the British rule in South 
Africa.” 


What was “the point” to which the in- 
quiry was not pushed? It apparently 
was known to a Cabinet Minister. Can 
the House be informed? The Secretary for 
the Colonies made a speech on 26th July, 
1897, which has already been referred to, 
but to which I must refer again, because 
it contains one of the most extraordinary 
passages in the published speeches of any 
statesman, so far as | am aware, whom this 
country has ever produced. He himself had 
signed the Report making most serious 
charges against Mr. Rhodes. Mr. Rhodes 
has heen attacked. That is not our pur- 
pose in this debate. But I am bound to 
recall to the House what the facts were. 
He had deceived everybody with whom 
he had come into connection. He had 
deceived the High Commissioner, he had 
deceived his colleagues, he had misled his 
subordinates, he deceived his co-directors, 
he altered the date in a letter from 
November 20th to a month later, and, 
what is more important, after that letter 
was recalled by the senders, Mr. Rhodes 
ordered it to be dated the 28th December, 
knowing it had been recalled, and sent 
it to London for publication in The Times 
newspaper, in order to mislead this 
country, and to buttress up the raid. I 
am not mentioning these matters in 
order to rake up these things against Mr. 
Rhodes again, but for this reason: The 
country, out of a sense of justice and 
fairness to the right hon. Gentleman him- 
self, thinks there is some extraordinary 
reason for making that speech under 
the circumstances. To say of a man who 
is guilty of deceit, false representation, 
and something very like forgery, that he 


is nevertheless a man of honour and that | 


his crimes are merely the faults of a 
politician—this requires explanation. And 


Mr. S. T. Evans. 
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be it observed this was not a random 
statement in the heat of debate, but the 
right hon. Gentleman punctuated what 
he said about this. He said— 


“But as to one thing [ am perfectly con- 
vinced, that while the fault of Mr. Rhodes is 
about as great a fault as a politician or a 
Statesman can commit, there has been nothing 
proved—and in my opinion there exists 
nothing which affects Mr. Rhodes’s personal 
position as a man of honour.” 


If these be the ideas of the Colonial Secre- 
tary with regard to public morality, it 
would be an evil day for this country if he 
ever were allowed to become the arbiter of 
our political ethics, or the compiler of our 
code of honour. I shall not any longer 
express, or attempt to express, my own 
individual opinion with regard to this 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman ; | 
will place myself on firmer ground. 
I will read a passage, not from a speech 
delivered on the spur of the moment, but 
from a book containing the results of the 
experiences of a long and honoured life, 
written by a man known all over the 
world as a historian, and who was 
and perhaps is still-—-a political sup- 
porter of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary. In dealing in 
this book with what was reported 
against Mr. Rhodes by the Committee, he 
comes tothe speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and there the right hon. 
Gentleman the junior Member for Dublin 
University, who is the writer, was afraid 
to trust himself to express in words what 
he thought. He says in an interrogatory 
form 

‘What can be thought of the language of a 
Minister who volunteered to assure the House 
of Commons that in all the transactions I have 
described, Mr. Rhodes, though he had made 
‘a gigantic mistake,’ a mistake perhaps as 
great as a statesman could make, had done 
nothing affecting his personal honour ?” 


“ What can be thought?” At the end of 
that passage is a note of interrogation, and 
I daresay the right hon. Gentleman is 
still asking the question. ‘“ What can be 
thought ?” Tam sure we should all be very 
delighted to hear whether the right hon. 
Gentleman who wrote that passage has 
come to any conclusion which would 
enable him to answer the question which 
he himself put. At the present moment 
that mark of interrogation remains there, 
as it were, gaping with astonishment and 
thirsting for further information and 
enlightenment. But the point is this « 
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Is it not fair to grant that men who con- 
sider the conduct of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary as it was con- 


sidered by the historian may reasonably | 


come to the conclusion that something 
ought to be explained? I do not say 
that that is the Colonial Secretary’s idea 
of honour. I should be very sorry to 
say so. What I do say is that that most 
extraordinary statement by him makes it 
absolutely necessary that an explanation 
should be given of a statement which has 
caused astonishment and bewilderment all 
over the world. The right hon. Gentleman 
does not believe that a man who deceives 
others is a man of honour. Suppose Mr. 
Fairfield had deceived him. The right 
hon. Gentleman describes Mr. Fairfield 
in his letters, and in his evidence, and in 
the Report, as a perfectly honourable man. 
Why ? “ Because he told me everything.” 
That is the right hon. Gentleman’s 
standard of honour at his best moments. 
What would he say if Lord Selborne had 
deceived not only him, but Mr. Fairfield 
as well? It is idle to suppose that the 
right hon. Gentleman really meant what 
he said here on that occasion. But here 
comes what has perplexed everybody. 
People have cast about for an explanation. 
I desire again to read one passage from 
the “Annual Register”; it contains a 
statement which has been made in various 
prints up and down the country, and 
which is solemnly made here with refer- 
ence to what took place in this House on 
the night of that debate. At page 169 


of this book there is this significant 
passage-- 


“Tt was an open secret that throughout the 

debate, one Member, unconnected with either 
front bench, sit with the famous telegrams in 
his pocket, and with them certain correspond- 
ence relating thereto, which he had been in- 
structed to read in the event of Mr. Rhodes's 
character being aspersed.” 
[cannot prove that is true, but that is 
a statement which has been solemnly 
made, I believe that the fact was known 
to many hon. Members of this House, 
and the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary is as apt at getting in- 
formation about everything in relation to 
the House of Commons as any Member of 
the House ; but whether he was aware of 
what is stated in this book I do not know. 
This passage in the “ Annual Register” 
concludes thus— 


“Thus ended, so far as Parliament was con- 
cerned, the most abortive inquiry ever set 
on foot by a Committee chosen with special 
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regard to the competency and authority of its 
members. According to their Report, Mr. 
Rhodes had been guilty of every conceivable 
form of disloyalty ; according to their speeches 
in the House of Commons he was a hero, whose 
v — were scarcely dimmed by the smallest 
rage It was, therefore, not surprising that 
the self-com lacency with which the Com- 
4 their own proceedings was met 
by the organs of public opinion of all shades 
of political complexion with dissatisfaction 
and bewilderment.” 


I appeal to every fair-minded man in the 
House when I ask the question: Have 
we not shown that the conduct of the 
Colonial Secretary, of the Committee of 
inquiry, and of the Government. after- 
wards make it absolutely imperative that 
this further inquiry should be granted ! 
There are two or three other matters. | 
shallsay nothing about the non-cancellation 
of the charter; I shall say nothing about 
the reappointment of Sir Graham Bower 
and Mr. Newton, although much might he 
said. But the effect of these matters in this 
country undoubtedly has been that this 
inquiry is not regarded as final, satisfac- 
tory, or complete. The last ground which 
I desire to urge is the disclosures in the 
letters published in the /adependance Belge. 
I must go very rapidly through those. _ | 
have them here ; they are authentic. With 
one exception, [ am only going to refer to 
those letters passing between the Colonial 
Office and Mr. Hawksley. They show 
that Mr. Hawksley was on terms of 
extraordinary intimacy with the officials 
of the Colonial Office ; they show that 
private communications passed between 
them written by the directions and under 
the instructions of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, as he acknowledged to me in answer 
to a question the other day ; they show 


there is something to keep back. We 
know Mr. Hawksley. Mr. Hawksley is 
not a man who was born yesterday. He 


is a man of business, and when he writes 
we are entitled to assume, until they are 
explained, that Mr. Hawksley had some 
reason for the statements made in these 
letters. Here is the first, dated May 6, 
1896. There was a private assurance 
given to Mr. Hawksley about the charter— 


“I can’t find Meade’s draft of the private 
assurance about the charter. . You are 
aware that Chamberlain intends to enlarge in 
his speech on the advantage of development 
by Government in countries like Matabeleland. 
You are aware that Chamberlain wishes the 
announcement of an acceptance to be made by 
the company, and before Friday’s debate.” 


is from Mr. Fairfield to Mr. 


That letter 
Y 
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Hawksley. The 


which he says 


second letter is one in 


+ Unless we hear at once that you agree, the 
matter is off and we cannot deal with you any 
further.” 


‘Then there is a letter from Mr. Hawksley 
to Mr. Fairfield with regard to the com- 
position of the Committee, and about 
that I shall say a word or two in a 
moment. Then comes the letter from Mr. 
Hawksley to Lord Grey, which the House 
of Commons has not heard in e.rtenso, 
but which it ought to hear. With re- 
gard to this very inquiry, Mr. Hawksley 
says in that letter 

+ [ do not think we are by any means out of 
the wood, but there does seem an off-chance 
of the plea of public interest being recognised, 
and the eables of the last half of 1895, or. 
rather, the negotiations of that period, not 
heing disclosed, though | am bound to say that 
personally | think the balance of probability is 
that they will have to come out. If they do, 
Mr. Chamberlain will have no one but himself 
to thank.” 


J dare say the right hon. Gentleman will 
say, as he is entitled to say, that that is a 
letter written by Mr. Hawksley, and not 
by him. Ought not Mr. Hawksley to have 
heen cross-examined about that! Ought 
he not to have been asked what were 
his grounds for saying that “ Mr. Cham- 
herlain would have himself to thank ” 
if these matters, instead of being kept in 
the dark, were to come out into the light 
of day ! There is another letter, to which 
| refer only to show that many of these 
telegrams were not disclosed. In a letter 
from Mr. Hawksley to Mr. Maguire, who 
was examined, but hardly cross-examined 
at all, these cables are referred to 

* As far as 1 can trace to-night, but without 
exhaustive search, you and Harris cabled 
Rhodes August 13th, 1895, Harris and Beit on 
August 17th. Beit eabled November 26th and 
28th, and, of course, you will remember your 
telegrams December 20th and 21st.” 


Not a single one of those telegrams was 
produced or asked for. Therefore am | 
not right in saying that the new facts — if 
| may borrow a phrase from another 
country which have been disclosed, if 
nothing else, make it necessary that the 
Government should grant a new inquiry 
into the circumstances that led up to the 
raid! There is one more feature inregard to 
this correspondence to which | will allude. 
It does not concern us how it was obtained, 
but we know that it was not reproduced 
in the papers of this country. The 
Mr, S. T. Evans. 
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‘respectable Spectator said it would not 


touch the 


letters because they were 
stolen. What if they had been letters 
about Irish Members! Zhe Times is much 
too good a paper, and much too proud, to 
make any such excuse as that, and simply 
makes no reference to them at all. Is not 
that a fact which in itself is significant / 
After the correspondence has been admit- 
ted to be authentic, is it not a significant 
fact that the supporters of the right hon. 


| Gentleman in the press think it their duty 


to keep back from their reading public 
the contents of these letters’? But the 
worst feature disclosed in these letters is 
that Mr. Hawksley was allowed by inter- 
communication with the Colonial Office, 
and to the knowledge of the right hon. 
Gentleman, to interfere in the selection of 
the personnel of the Committee. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN was under- 
stooa to say that Mr. Hawksley was 
entitled to express his views. 


*Mr. S. T. EVANS: The House of 
Commons were the judges; the Com- 
mittee to be selected by the Hose of 
Commons, and which was promised and 
regarded as an independent Committee, 
were the judges, and the solicitor to the 
defendant, according to the theory of 
the right) hon. Gentleman, is to be 
allowed to have a voice in the selection 
of the judges who should be appointed. 
I desire to be very cautious lest it should 
he understood that we think that Mr. 
Hawksley in being allowed to make these 
representations was in any way capable 
of influencing any member of the Com- 
mittee. Nobody believes that Mr. 
Hawksley could or would be allowed to 
approach members for the purpose of 
influencing them when they had been 
selected, but it is important that we 
should show in the House of Commons in 
the strongest possible way our disapproval 
of conduct which permits a solicitor for 
persons accused, ax these were, to approach 
the Colonial Oftice in order to get persons 
appointed on a Committee who, according 
to his view, might be favourable to his 
clients. | submit that the House of 
Commons would do well, even at this late 
hour, to grant a further inquiry into these 
matters. You may say that an inquiry 
has been held, and people are unreasonable 
to ask for a further investigation. You 
may say that we are much too great a 
people to listen to what happens abroad. 
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But that is not the measure you mete | 


to other nations. Do we forget the 
conduct of the English newspapers with 
regard to the Dreytus trial? It will be 
conceded that there is a unanimous 
chorus of opinion in foreign countries that 
there was complicity between the Colonial 
Oftice and those who took part in the con- 
spiracy, and in the raid which followed 
when the conspiracy failed. That being 
so, is it not important that we should do 
something, great nation though we are, to 
show, even now when we are at war, that 
we have not lost the sense of fairness and 


of justice?) The right hon. Gentleman in a_ 


speech on the 29th January, 1897, referring 
to the Committee, said -‘‘ I believe it will 
be equal to the difficult task before 
at.” And he made use of — this 
phrase: “Tt will know that it 
has to shield great national interests.” 
1 do not pretend to know whether that 
phrase has any special significance. I do not 
pretend to be able to tell the House what 
the ‘great national interests” were to 
which the right hon. Gentleman referred, 
and which that Committee of Inquiry 
were to shield; but I do know that 
there are some matters of the greatest 
national interest which ought to be 
safeguarded, namely-—the credit and 
reputation of Ministers of the Crown, 
the honour of the House of Commons, 


and the good faith of the nation. 
The House of Commons ought never 
to fail to do all that is necessary 


to cherish and to uphold these great 
uational interests, and this motion is 
urged upon the acceptance of the House in 
order that those great, and vital, national 
interests may be safeguarded and vindi- 
cated before the eves of the world. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is expedient that a full inquiry 
be made into the origin and circumstances 
of the conspiracy against the Transvaal 
Government, and of the incursion into the 
South African Republic by an armed 
force in 1895.°-—(Mr. DA. Thomas). 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: [ think it 
will probably be most convenient that I 
should say at once what I have to say on 
this resolution, and I am happy to think 
that it will not be necessary to trouble 
the House at any great length. So far 


as the resolution is an attack on the South 
Africa Committee, I will leave it to my 
colleagues and te hon. and right hon. 
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Gentlemen opposite who were members 
of that Committee to reply, and so far as 
this resolution, under the pretext of publie 
interest, is a direct personal attack upon 
myself, although I will deal with the 
essential facts, | certainly will not follow 
the two hon. Gentlemen who have spoken 
through all the details of a complicated 
business, most of which, if not all of 
which, were carefully examined by the 
Committee. | confess that at one time I 
did feel very bitterly about this matter, 
and thought it hard that such charges 
should be brought against me after I had 
been for twenty-four years a Member of 
this House, that charges—-no, they are 
not charges; they are insinuations and 
innuendoes---should be advanced, based 
on suspicions and imputations which even 
those who repeat and publish them dare 
not pretend that they themselves believe. 
We are told that further inquiry is 
necessary to satisfy foreign critics of the 
Colonial Secretary. No, Sir: 1 am not 
hopeful that anything the House can do, 
certainly that anything I can do, will 
silence my foreign erities. A much better 
reason is given when Members say there 
is great anxiety in the country, that 
suspicion has taken profound root there, 
and that we owe it to our constituents 
and our countrymen that these matters 
should again be gone into. But where is 
the proof of this? I have had good reason 
to know of late that these attacks do not 
influence the minds or affect the judgments 
of anybody inside the House of Commons 
or outside the House of Commons for 
whose good opinion | care one straw. On 
the other hand, I find that those of my 
opponents who have been prominent in 
this matter—in this dirty work, in this 
conspiracy against the reputation of a 
single man -—I find that some of these 
have great difficulty in getting a hearing 
even from their own constituents. Well, 
the hon. Gentleman who moved the reso- 
lution said he would not make a personal 
attack, and I, trying to treat the motion 
as impersonally as | can, will endeavour 
to recall the House to the really important 
features of the matter, and the facts upon 
which their judgment will have to be 
based. This is a motion for a new in- 
quiry, and [ notice that in the wording 
of the motion there is no reference to an 
inquiry having been already held : that 
fact and all the work that Committee 
did ignored entirely-—-and it is 
necessary that the House should 


¥?2 


is 
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for « moment bear in mind what was 


{COMMONS} 


done in respect of that first inquiry. On | 
/much that that decision was arrived at, 


December 29th, 1895, the raid occurred, 


and within a few days I made a public | 
statement that full inquiry should be | 


made into the raid and its origin. There 
was no suggestion at that time of my 


complicity, there was no pressure upon | 


me, but at the same time I made that 
promise freely on behalf of the Govern- 


ment, and | afterwards repeated that | 
promise to this House and to President | 


Kruger. 


The inquiry could only be held | 


after the judicial proceedings came to an | 


end in which Dr. Jameson and his ofticers 
were concerned, and the moment the trial 


was over I came to the Honse and pro- , 


posed «a Committee. 
persons thought that such a Committee 


Undoubtedly some | 


would do no good, that it would amount | 


to washing dirty linen in public, and 


might, therefore, seriously endanger 
the negotiations then in progress, | 


Representations were made to me to! 


that effect, and that is the meaning, 
I suppose, of the allusion in a letter 
which is not mine and which | ought not 
to be called wpon to interpret—that the 
plea of public interest would be used. — It 
was used, but it had no effect on my 
mind, I paid no regard to it——-we did not 
advance it—and | came to the House and 
asked that a Committee should be 
appointed to conduct the inquiry I 
had promised. The Committee was 





} 
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objected to that that a Parliamentary 
Committee was appointed. I regret very 


and I think anyone who will carry his 
mind back to the time when the Com- 
mittee sat—-who remembers the constant 
“ scenes,” the sensational reports in news- 
papers and comments on what was alleged 
to be and supposed to be a judicial pro- 
ceeding—any body who reflects upon these 
things will agree that, whatever advan- 
tages a Parliamentary Committee may 
have, it is not a judicial body. Then, 
again, the hon. Member has reproached 
me with sitting on the Committee. Why, 
Sir, I did everything I could to avoid 
sitting on it. I appealed to the Leader 
of the Opposition. I told him that of course 
the conduct of the Colonial Office would 
come under discussion, and J suggested 
to him, urging it on that ground and on the 
ground of the important character of the 
work upon which I was then engaged, 
that I should not be a member of the 
Committee, but offering in that case at any 


| time to come forward and give evidence 
-and to place at the disposal of the Com- 


mittee any information the Colonial Office 


-had. I only consented to take part in the 


appointed at the end of 1896; it was | 


too late then to do any work, and in | 


[897 it was reappointed, again at my 
instigation, and proceeded to work. | 
know I was deeply impressed at the time 
of the inqniry with the importance of 
securing from it a final decision and Report, 
a Report which should, if yossible, com- 
mand general and publicconfidence. Above 
all, | was anxious that in this matter, 
where so many interests were at stake, 


proceedings of the Committee at the express 
wish of the right hon. Gentleman. Well, 
hon. Gentlemen will perhaps now under- 
stand why I did not take a more promi 
nent part in the Committee discussions. | 
did not think it my duty to do so, seeing 
that my action and the conduct of my 
Department were in some sort under con- 
sideration. I did not think it my duty 


to take a prominent part in the Commit- 


tee. Acting on that view, and having 
always in mind the desirability of avoiding 
anything in the nature of a party conflict, 
so far as I am concerned, I practically 


accepted every suggestion made by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite for the 


there should not be the appearance of | 
‘agreed with me ; and I do not think that 


party feeling. I thought at the time that 


hon. Gentlemen opposite were of the | 


same opinion, and to secure that result I 
was careful to give way in every respect 
possible to every suggestion made to me 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 


taken, that had a party character. 


for West Monmouth, then Leader of the | 
Opposition, and other prominent leaders | 


of the party opposite. It is perfectly 


well known to the House that I wanted a 

judicial commission similar to that which 

tried the accusations against Mr. Parnell, | 

and it was only because the Opposition 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


conduct of the proceedings, and I believe 
my colleagues on this side perfectly 


from beginning to end any decision was 
come to by the Committee, or any vote 
That 
Committee sat for six months, a most 
laborious undertaking, and it was then 
brought to a close. But, again, at whose 
suggestion? At the distinct suggestion 
and by the wish of the right hon. Gentle- 
man who was then the Leader of the 
Opposition, and the right hon. Gentleman 
has given on more than one occasion his 


reasons for taking that course, and we 
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concurred in those reasons. 1 know that | 
he will confirm what I say now~—-(Sir 
WiLLiAM Harcourt : Hear, hear !]—that | 
that course suggested by him was not in- 
stigated by me nor by any other Member 
on this side of the House ; and I am) 
sure he will also say, if he speaks 
to-night-—and I think it should be 
said, although we may _ be _ per- 
fectly certain it is the case—that he 
did not take that step in order to shield 
the reputation of anyone-—[Sir W. Har- 
couRT: Hear, hear !|— either at the 
Colonial Office, or, as the suggestion also 
has been made, of anybody outside the 
Colonial Office — [Sir W. Harcourt : 
Hear, hear !]—-whatever his station might 
be. Almost every point that has been 
raised by the two hon. Gentlemen who 
have addressed the House came before 
that Committee and was carefully ex- 
amined. But above all there was the | 
great question of the telegrams. Well, 
these telegrams passed between Mr. 
Rhodes in Africa and his agents in this 
country—-agents and friends ; they were 
shown to me, as has been stated before, 
and as was stated by me before the Com- 
mittee, at my request by the solicitor to 
Mr.Rthodes and to the Chartered Com- 
pany on, I think, June 6. They were 
sent to me for confidential perusal and 
return, and it appeared to me then, and 
it appears to me now, that under those 
circumstances [ had no right whatever to | 
make use of them as against the person or | 
persons whose property they were, and 
who had sent them to me under those 
conditions. But I took care in sending 
them back to say to the solicitor that as 
far as I was concerned I had no personal 
objection whatever to their publication. 
Then the hon. Member makes a discredit- 
able insinuation——his speech was made up 
of insinuations unworthy of a Member of 
this House—the insinuation that I wrote 
in that sense because I knew that the 
other parties would not wish to produce 
them. I knew nothing whatever about 
the other parties, whether they wanted to 
produce them or whether they did not. 
These telegrams, then, I saw, as I say, on 
June 6, 1896, and I have never seen them 
since, except in so far as they were pro- 
duced to the Committee. The Committee 
called for those telegrams—they called, 
of course, for the whole batch—-from the 
telegraph company. When they were 


produced by the telegraph company and 
came to be examined it was found that 
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some were missing; the majority were 
there, but the minority were missing. 
Now, do not let the House make any 


/mistake, or else we shall have another 


insinuation. These telegrams that were 
missing were not missing owing to any 
action, or instigation, or suggestion by 
any of the parties interested, by the 


Colonial Office, Mr. Rhodes, Mr. Hawks- 


ley, or anybody else whose name has been 
mentioned ; they were missing solely and 
entirely because of the ordinary proceed- 
ings of the cable company, under which, 
as I understand, they destroy cablegrams 
after a certain date. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Neither my 


hon. friend nor myself said otherwise. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh, fF am 
not speaking of the hon. Member. The 
sole reason why those telegrams were not 
produced was a reason which concerned 
the cable company, and it did not, as | 
say, concern anybody else. The cable- 
grams that were produced were, as_ I 
stated, the bulk, and the telegrams that 
were not produced, although I could not 
give details, I am quite able to say were 
telegrams similar in character to those 
that were ; that is to say, many of them 
were quite unimportant, or some of them, 
at any rate—I do not think there were a 
great number altogether — some were 
irrelevant and entirely unimportant, and 
others, like some of the telegrams that 
were produced, did appear to imply the 
complicity of the Colonial Office. Those 
that were produced, including, of course, 
those which implied complicity on the 
part of the Colonial Office, were most 
carefully examined by the Committee, 
and witnesses were called upon that very 
point. [I am not quite certain—it is 
really difficult to remember with absolute 
accuracy everything that took place 

-whether Mr. Rhodes was examined 
with regard to the telegrams. [The 
ATTORNEY GENERAL: No!] I think he 
left before then. 


Mr. 8. T. EVANS: He said he would 


not say what was in the telegrams. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: He was not 
examined because he had left the country : 
but Dr. Jameson, Dr. Harris, Miss Shaw, 
and Mr. Beit were examined, and after 
this examination of witnesses by the Com- 
mittee, and after full examination of the 
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telegrams themselves, and after hearing 
what Lord Selborne and myself had to 


say upon the subject, the Committee came , 


to the conclusion that there was nothing 
whatever in them to convict, to imply, to 
justify any charge whatever against the 
Colonial Ottice, and they reported to that 
effect. They reported in July, 1897, and 
a few days afterwards there was a debate 
in this House on that Report, and practi- 
cally exactly the same question was then 
raised which is being raised now. ‘The 
terms of the resolution were different, but 
what was desired by the hon. Members 
who then supported that resolution was 
a further inquiry, especiaily into the sub- 
ject of the telegrams, and the House sup- 
ported the Report of the Committee. 
That is the history of the proceedings 
down to the time of the close of the 
Committee. Why is a further inquiry 
required now! These hon. Gentleman, 
with an object. which is perfectly evident 
and must be apparent to Irish Members, 
recall the circumstances of the Parnell 
Commission ; but after the Parnell Com- 
mission had jacquitted Mr. Parnell [do 
not remember anybody coming forward 
to say that there ought to be a further 
trial. The only ground on which a 
further inquiry can be asked for is that 
something new has transpired. — [Na- 
tionalist cheers.| Very good. What is 
there that ix new that has transpired 
since then / Tsay, and | am = going to 
prove it, that since that time there has 
not been anything new, there has not 
heen one jot or iota of new evidence, or 
new ground for suspicion, that could 
possibly be advanced to justify a second 
inquiry. What are the things that hon. 
Members opposite, the hon. Gentlemen 
who moved and seconded this resolution, 
refer to as justifying this motion! Well, 
in the first place, a speech which I made 
in 1897, a few daysafter the Report was 
produced, in which they say I exonerated 
Mr. Rhodes. If that be a ground for an 
inquiry it was a ground then, it was a 
ground in L897 when the speech was 
made. Why did not they ask for a 
further inguiry in 1897, or in’ the 
beginning of 18987 Why do they wait 
for this precise moment! Why do they 
wait till war has broken out? Why do 
they wait till much may depend upon the 
peace which will ultimately be made?! 
But, Sir, upon the merits, suppose that 
speech, instead of having been made three 
vears ago, had been made yesterday, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


!COMMONS} 
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would it then have been any ground 
whatever for demanding a __ further 
inquiry ? What was the speech? They 
say I exonerated Mr. Rhodes ; there 
is a great deal of cant talked by those 
hon. Gentlemen about Mr. Rhodes. Mr. 
Rhodes was accused of two distinct 
offences : he was accused of a conspiracy 
to bring about the raid and to encourage 
the insurrection in Johannesburg. That 
was one charge, and of that charge, anc 
all that was consequent upon it, all that 
was connected with it, all the deceit of 
which hon. Gentlemen have talked, he: 
was found guilty, and he was condemned 
in the strongest terms by the Committee 
in the Report which I myself signed. 
Yes, but that was not all. The hon, 
Gentleman chooses to ignore, although he 
knows perfectly well, that besides and 
above that charge of which he was found 
guilty there was another charge, ar 
abominable charge, a base charge that 
ought never to have been made without 
absolute proof, although [ know well that 
charges may be made without any proof 
at all. The charge was that he had done 
this thing, that he had committed this 
political crime, not with any — public 
spirited motive, not from any patriotic 
ambition, but with the most — sordid 
motive, with the object of benefiting him- 
self pecuniarily, with the object of pro- 
moting his Stock Exchange speculations 
and of raising the value of his property. 
That was the charge that was made 
against Mr. Rhodes by the hon, Gentle 
man the Member for Northampton, and 
by organs of the press in all parts of the 
country. Of that charge Mr. Rhodes 
was proved absolutely innocent, and when 
the question came before the Committee 
the hon. Member was challenged to give 
proofs, and he failed to do so and 
admitted that he had no evidence what 
ever to put forward. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
[ am afraid the right hon, Gentleman is 
mistaken. What I admitted at the in- 
quiry was that IT made a mistake in regard 
to special speculations. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: fF say that 
with regard to Mr. Rhodes the hon. 
Member did not bring forward one tittle of 
evidence for the charges which he had made. 
With the feeling of indignation which 
was provoked in me by these most unjust, 
most unworthy charges, while I ¢on- 
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demned Mr. Rhodes as strongly as any- 
holy else for the offence he had really 
committed, I absolved him absolutely of 
the offence he had not committed, which 
would have tainted his personal honour. 
That is all I have to say about that speech. 
Then we come to a much more definite 
matter. It appears a further inquiry is to 
be asked for on account of that precious 
collection of documents which was pub- 
lished in the Jndépendance Belge. Why, 
Sir, the hon. Gentlemen have been very 
scanty of information as to the way 
these documents were procured. They 
were stolen, apparently, from Mr. Hawks- 
lev's desk by a clerk who was summarily 
dismissed, and they were then hawked 
about London to the newspapers holding 
different politics from my own, as well as 
to those of my own side, and none of 
them would toueh them, even with the 
tongs. And then at last they found a 
customer, they found a customer in a well- 
known friend of the Boers. He contrived 
to transmit them to Dr. Leyds, and Dr. 
Leyds paid, or promised to pay, £100 for 
them. Dr. Leyds never made a worse 
hargain in his life than when he paid 
£100 for that rubbish. There is nothing 
in those documents, assuming them to 
be venuine—and I do assume them to be 
genuine—-that from first to last was not 
known to the Committee and to every- 
hody at the time the Committee sat. Let 
us see What is in those documents. There 
is a letter from Mr. Fairfield) to Mr. 
Hawksley. The hon. Member expressed 
surprise that Mr. Hawksley was known at 
the Colonial Office. 


Mrs. T. EVANS: I did not express 
surprise. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Mr. Hawks- 
levy, as the Solicitor and agent of the 
Chartered Company, was constantly at 
the Colonial Office on the business of the 
Chartered Company, and he happened, in 
addition, to be a personal friend of Mr. 
Fairfield. Both gentlemen belonged to 
the party to which the hon. Member also 
belongs, and they were intimate personal 
friends. The first letter which Mr. Fair- 
field wrote to Mr. Hawksley is in connee- 
tion with the debate which took place in 
this House soon after the raid. It was 
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known that Mr. Rhodes and Mr. Beit had | 


tendered their resignation to the board of 
the Chartered Company, and the Char- 


tered Company’s board came to me to. 
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ask for advice and instruction as to what 
they should do. _ I refused to give them 
either. I said they must act on their 
own responsibility. The only thing | 
insisted on was that I must have their 
answer in time for the debate, in order 
that | might inform the House of Com- 
mons upon the fact. In the same letter 
Mr. Fairfield referred to an opinion of 
mine which also is perfectly well known. 
namely, that I did not consider that 
under any circumstances the Chartered 
Company could be dealt with until the 
inquiry had been completed and their 
defence had been properly considered. 
That, | think, stands to reason, and I do 
not think anybody could differ, or cid 
differ, from me at the time. That fact 
Was communicated to the Chartered Com- 
pany. Then there is a second letter from 
Mr. Fairfield, in which he refers to the 
composition of the Committee. A Par 
liamentary Committee was decided upon, 
at the suggestion and the wish of hon. 
and right hon. Gentlemen opposite. — | 
desired to make it an impartial Committee 
a Committee which should not be par 
tisan—from which should be excluded 
everybody who had any direct or indirect 
interest in any of the parties concerned, 
and from which should be excluded also 
those who had publicly prejudged the 
question. But I was told that that view 
did not commend itself to gentlemen 
opposite, and that they desired that the 
Leader of the Opposition, who had taken 
a very strong part in condemning Mr. 
Rhodes and the Chartered Company, and 
the hon. Member for Northampton— who 
had taken a_ still more — extreme 
part-- should both be upon the 
Committee. The moment that was 
decided on, the Committee — had 
to be appointed on the © ordin- 
ary lines upon which all such Com 
mittees are appointed —that is to say, 
that all interests should be represented. 
Accordingly, no objection whatever was 
made by the Government to the desire, 
first of Mr. Rhodes, and secondly of the 
Chartered Company, that some hon. 
Member of this House who was, at any 
rate, friendly to them, should appear on 
the Committee, not of course—-it never is 
so in these cases—as delegates or the 
representatives of the threatened interests, 
but as persons who would at least see that 


| their defence was properly stated and that 


they had a fair field. Is that a great 


secret ! 


These two hon. Members bring 
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that out as if at last here there was a 
crushing case against the Colonial Oftice. 
They forget the debate in the House of 
Commons on the appointment of the 
Committee. The appointment of the 
hon. Member for Northampton and that 
of the present Under Secretary for War 
was objected to on the distinct ground 
that they represented interests or special 
views ; but when once you came to the 
opinion that the Committee was not to 
be an impartial Committee you were 
boand to have both sides represented. 
That is a part of this monstrous web of 
intrigue which we are supposed to be 
weaving. That is all I have to say about 
the Fairfield letters. Is it to be expected 
of me that I am to go into the letter of 
my right hon. friend the Home Secretary, 
written in the course of his office to some 
one who applied for the release of the 
raiders ; or am | to touch on the letter — 
which does not appear to be an unnatural 
one—of Mr. Justice Bigham, as he now 
is, to Mr. Hawksley, from whom he 
wanted some information? Or am [ to 
touch on the letter from a lady who hap- 
pened to be related to me by marriage, 
but who, [ am sorry to say, does not share 
my opinions, and with whom I have 
never had any discussion on South Afri- 
can affairs? Are these the matters upon 
which I am to reply for the Colonial 
Office? No, Sir; but there is one other 
letter to which the hon. Member made 
allusion. That is the letter from Mr. 
Hawksley to Lord Grey, in which Mr. 
Hawksley says, writing, remember, in 
February, when the Committee were 
beginning their labours, “I am afraid we 
are not out of the wood.” Does the hon. 
Member think that “we” meant the 


Colonial Office ? 


Mr. S. T. EVANS: No: I said dis- 
tinctly no. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, neither 
do I. He said he did not think “ we are 
out of the wood,” and they were not, as 


the circumstances show. He said he. 


thought it probable that the telegrams 
would be produced. They were produced, 
as I myself was practically certain they 
would be produced, and I made no 
objection to their production. He goes 
on to say that “if they come out 
Chamberlain will have no one to thank 
but himself.” That is perfectly true. I 
have to thank myself for the production 
Mr, J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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of the telegrams. No doubt if I had 
yielded to the pressure which was put on 
me, and if no inquiry had been held, there 
would have been no telegrams. Actually « 
statement of that sort, which I never saw 
until it appeared the other day in the 
Independance Belge, is seriously brought 
forward here as one of the great reasons 
why a further inquiry should be held in 
order to decide whether the Colonial 
Secretary has committed perjury. If 
this matter had been an ordinary case 
if it had not been complicated by political 
motives and by personal animosities 
not «a man in this House would have 
said that there was a shadow of a shade 
of a ground for reopening the inquiry. 
The hon. Gentlemen opposite ask for an 
inquiry. They do not want an inquiry ; 
they want an execution. As long as 
there is a verdict of acquittal behind 
them, they will go on asking for inquiries. 
What they want to do is to discredit the 
Minister at the present time they charge 
unjustly with being in a special sense 
responsible for this war, and whom they 
desire—no doubt for good reasons to 
exclude from any part in the settlement 
which is to follow. Let them do their 
worst. Iam perfectly ready to rely on 
the good sense and generosity of this 
House and of my countrymen outside ; 
and I venture to say that this attack, 
and all the attacks which have preceded 
it, will recoil wpon the shoulders of those 
who make them. 


sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): L rise to state my 
reasons Why 1 shall vote for this resoln- 
tion. It will not be—as I think the right 
hon. Gentleman will acknowledge-—from 
political motives or personal animosities. 
My view of this matter is a different one 
in many respects from that of the hon. 
Members who have moved and seconded 
this resolution. When I listened to their 
speeches I did not feel quite sure who 
were the parties to be indicted. Asa 
member of that Committee [ felt that at 
least as many charges were brought against 
me as against anybody else, but I am not 
going to enter into a defence of the Com- 
mittee, because I do not think it is neces- 
sary. The Committee have stated the 
ground upon which they found it impos- 
sible to give a final Report. On the very 
face of it there has not been a full in- 
quiry, and we gave our reasons why that 
full inquiry should not take place. ‘There- 
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fore, as far as I am concerned, I desire to | 
state the reasons which actuate me in | 
thinking that a full inquiry is necessary ; | 
and it isupon that ground, and that ground | 
alone, that I desire to speak. The right 
hon. Gentleman has said that the suspi- 
cions are the work of his political adver- 
sarics. [Ministerial cries of ‘Hear, hear!” 
No, those suspicions are not the work of his | 
political adversaries ; they are the work | 
of men who, for their own objects, have | 
stuck at nothing in the way of men- 

dacity, in the way of forgery, and, as my 

hon. and learned friend has said, in the | 
way of every form of fraud to answer 
their own purposes. They are the authors 
of these suspicions. It is the agents of 
Mr. Rhodes who have endeavoured to 
cover their guilt by suggesting, and more 
than suggesting--by asserting the com- 
plicity of the Colonial Office. What was 
their object! In the insurreetion which 
they subsidised in South Africa Mr. 
Beit gave £200,000, and Mr. Rhodes 
gave very nearly the same sum, for that 
purpose, but they could not with all their 
money get up that raid until they had 
given the assurance that Lord Rosmead | 
was an accomplice. Before the raid took 

place there was a telegram sent from Mr. 

Rhodes’s brother to Mr. Rhodes to say 

that 


“It is absolutely essential that you shall 
inform us that the High Commissioner and 
Mr. Rhodes, the Prime Minister at che Cape, 
will come up when the insurrection takes | 
place to give us their countenance.” 


And knowing that they had deceived 
Lord Rosmead, that they never toid him 
what the true condition of things was, Mr. | 
Rhodes had not even the courage to send | 
the answer himself, but he orders Mr. 
Beit to send a telegram to say that the 
chairman and himself would come up. 
That was the falsehood by which they 
songht, as well as with their money, to 
promote this insurrection. But it was 
not necessary only to tell this falsehood 
to induce the men in Johannesburg to 


rise. There was something more than 
that. It was necessary to induce the) 


officers of Her Majesty’s Army to take | 
part in this criminal attempt ; and how | 
was that done? Sir John Willoughby, a 
man of unquestionable honour, has told 
you that he was informed by Dr. Jameson | 
that the Government was at their back, | 
and Dr. Jameson did not deny it. [Mr. | 
CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, he did.] But what | 
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| Officers], 


‘He dictated 


| No doubt, 
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did Sir John 
said—— 


Willoughby say ? 


“T acted under Dr. Jameson’s orders in the 
honest and bona fide belief that the steps were 
taken with the knowledge and assent of the 
Imperial authorities. [I was informed by Dr. 
Jameson that that was the fact.” 


At page 301 of the evidence, Question 
5942, Dr. Jameson said— 


“T daresay I may have said to them [the 
‘I may tell you practically that the 
Government would back it up,’ or words of that 
kind.” 

That produced on the minds of these 
officers an impression that they had the 
rovernment at their back. He also said 
that “the safety of their commissions 
might be guaranteed.” Asked what he 
meant by that, he said, “Oh, if it had 
been successful, 1 feel quite sure they 
would not have suffered from it.” What 
a notion, that the honour of the British 
Government depended on the success of 
the movement whether the conduct of 
those engaged in it was worthy of punish- 
ment or not! The object of these con- 
spirators was to bring about the insur- 
rection, and they accomplished the armed 
invasion by the foul methods of mis- 
representation, of fraud, and of falsehood. 
Could there be anything more abominable 
than the telegram which was sent 
by Mr. Rhodes himself two days before 
the raid to Dr. Jameson, putting into his 
mouth the lie he was to tell to the officers ! 
it to Dr. Jameson, Dr. 
Jameson repeated it to Lord Rosmead, 
and in that manner it was sought to de- 
ceive Lord Rosmead. Then there is the 


very remarkable telegram from Dr. 
Jameson to Mr. Hawksley, ‘Had an 


hour with Johnny. He will be all right.” 
“Johnny” was Sir John 
Willoughby, and he was to be all right ; 
that was, he would explain away his 
letter. It is a very remarkable fact that 
although Sir John Willoughby  de- 
liberately and with legal advice wrote 


this letter to the War Olifice in the. 
‘interests of the officers who were 
made the unconscious dupes of Mr. 


Rhodes, it was not withdrawn until two 
days before he gave his evidence. Dr. 


| Jameson had an hour with him and then 


Dr. Jameson says he would be all right. 
Then there is that curious passage of 
which the Under Secretary for War may 
perhaps give us some explanation :~- 
‘Wyndham promises not to leave it till 
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he succeeds.” That is the method which 
was adopted to deceive the people 
out in Africa. But it was not enough 
that they should show the complicity of 
Lord Rosmead: they set to work to 
engineer the complicity of the Colonial 
Ottice. It is my belief they accomplished 
that purpose, and they spread those 
suspicions by the same arts of mendacity 
and fraud as they used in the case of Lord 
Rosmead. Let us see how they set to 
work. Dr. Harris received instructions 
from Mr. Rhodes, who was pressing 
eagerly to get hold of this strip of land 
where Mafeking was for the purpose of 
the raid, All sorts of reasons were given, 
hut not the true reasons. Then Mr. 
Rhodes informs Dr. Harris that at 
his discretion he might let — the 
Colonial Secretary know that the reasons 
viven were not the only reasons. The 
real reason, of course, was that he wanted 
to have a force there in order that he 
might be able to use it if the insurrection 
took place. Dr. Harris goes to the 
Colonial Office and makes guarded allu- 
sions. Why? In order that he might 
telegraph out to Mr. Rhodes 

“1 have informed the Colouial Office. We 


are all right, and you may conmnunicate it to 
South Afriea.” 


That was the object of all these communi- 
cations. Then Dr. Harris says 


“[ spoke more openly to Mr. Fairtield. I 
made no guarded allusions. 


When challenged on that matter as to 
a particular date-—— November {th — he pro- 
duces a letter from Mr. Fairfield giving 
an aceount of that interview in which 
there is nothing about the things he said 
he spoke openly about. Then Dr. Harris 
Says 

“It is within the knowledge of other gentle- 
men that [ spoke more openly to Mr. Fairfield 
than that.” 
Therefore there was a syndicate of 
gentlemen who were to fix knowledge 
on the Colonial Office and on the Colonial 
Secretary. These telegrams were never 
produced, Some of them were sent in 
the name of Dr. Harris, but) he informed 
us he was in consultation with other 
people--with Mr. Beit, Mr. Maguire, 
and Lord Grey. These were the people 
who were made aware of what he con- 
sidered his communication to the Colonial 
Office to have been. That was the 
way they began to operate. Now 

Sir William Harcviart. 
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let us come to what happened after 


‘the raid took place. Mr. Rhodes came 


home, arriving at Plymouth. Mr, 
Hawksley, his solicitor, met him at Ply- 
mouth, and they came up in the train 
together. The telegrams which have 
been withheld were given by Mr. Rhodes 
to Mr. Hawksley, and what was said in 
reference to them was that they were 
telegrams which had been made use of 
by Mr. Rhodes to support his policy in 
South Africa. Yes: how did they sup- 
port that policy! Because the men here 
telegraphed that they had secured the 
complicity of the Colomial Office. That 
was the purport of the telegrams. The 
remarkable thing is that when he arrived 
in London after a long journey from 
Plymouth with Mr. Rhodes, Mr. 
Hawksley went instantly to the Colonial 
Oftice and delivered the — telegrams 
there. Why should he go there at all! 
The moment the telegrams were seen by 
Mr. Fairfield and Sir Robert Meade, Sir 
Robert Meade said, * Oh, these must be 
shown at once to Mr. Chamberlain.” No 
doubt he considered them important. 
The right hon. Gentleman accordingly 
wrote requesting that the — telegrams 
should be sent to him for his inspection, 
and Mr. Hawksley wrote back saving, 
“Oh, that is not necessary. Mr. Cham 
berlain knows all | know, and he must 
shape his course accordingly.” What did 
he mean by that!) Why should he shape 
his course with reference to these tele 
grams! And so the matter rested until 
the trial of Dr. Jameson, which took place 
in June. IT suppose every member of the 
House knows what efforts were made to 
stop that trial. Rumours were set afloat, 
hut not set afloat by the right hon. Gen 
tleman’s political adversaries or the men 
who regarded him with personal animosity. 
They were set afloat, and they have been 
continued to this day, not only here, but 
everywhere, by Mr. Rhodes and _ his 
agents and the people who support him, 
with the object of suggesting that the 
conspirators were covered in their action 
hy the complicity of the Colonial Office. 
I want to have that shown up, and that 
is my point of view in this discusson. I 
want the conduct of these men who have 
stuck at nothing these unscrupulous men 
who have deceived everybody, who have 
ruined the character of the British 
nation for honesty and fair deal- 
ing-— shown up in its true light. 
That is why I think there ought to be 
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another inquiry, 
anybody that there has not been a full 
inquiry into this business. I have stated 
the reason honestly, and I believe the 
House will believe me. It is necessary 
that we should disavow any sinister 
motives in concluding that inquiry. We 
had only one object and one motive in 
bringing the South Africa Committee to 
an end so soon, and that was that the 
conduct of the authors of the raid should 
he laid before the English people without 
delay. If we had had time we should 
have done what we all desired that. is, 
pursued the inquiry to the end. If the 
matter had been forgotten, if the sus- 
picions no longer existed there would be 
no case for the further inquiry which is 
now asked for. But these suspicions still 
exist; they increase day by day: they 
are circulated and stimulated by these 
men, Who have invented every story they 
thought would suit their purpose. They 
went about before the Jameson trial 
endeavouring to intimidate everybody to 
try to prevent it coming on. What was 
the meaning of carrying these telegrams 
to the Colonial Office? what was the 
meaning of withholding their production ? 
It was not the Committee that prevented 
their production ; it was Mr. Rhodes who 
vfused. Why did he refuse! Because 
¢ knew very well that if those telegrams 
were produced they would only be addi- 
tional evidence of the methods he em- 
ploved. That is why the fresh inquiry 
should be instituted, and there is no 


l 
} 
I 


one who has a greater interest gn 
having it made than the Colonial 
Secretary. [tis these men who 


have really poisoned the  publie mind 
against him. Do not let him pretend it 
is anyone else. They worked against Sir 
Hercules Robinson and against the right 
hon. Gentleman, and they have no other 
object than to divert the indignation of 
the English people from themselves by 
saying that they acted with the approval 
of the Colonial Ottice. That is the scheme 
| want to have shown up, and when it is 
demonstrated, and’ only then, will the 
suspicions now rankling in the publie mind 
come to an end. That is the point of 
view from which I support this motion. 
| think a full inquiry ought to be made 
into the conduct of these men, and into 
their attempts to involve Lord Rosmead 
and the Colonial Office. Lord Grey, a 


most important witness in my opinion, 
who was abroad at the time of the late | 
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inquiry, ought to be heard on this subject. 
We have been told over and over again 
that he was one of the men who had the 
confidence of the authors of the raid, who 
advised those telegrams -one, in Mr. 
Harris’s phrase, of “the Rhodes group.” 


We know what that group is. It is not 
confined to these men. It is a very 
extensive group in this country. We 


should be therefore glad to hear what 
Lord Grey has to say on this subject. 
He had a special code given him to com- 
municate with Mr. Rhodes. We should 
like to know whether he communicated 
with Mr. Rhodes. It is a very remark- 
able thing that when at the Committee 
of Inquiry we asked Mr. Maguire— I 
think I asked the question mvself 

whether he had any telegraphic commuui- 
cation with Mr. Rhodes, and he said, 
“No; I had none towards the end of 
1895. that was a month or two before 
the raid. Yet one of the letters recently 
published was from Mr. Hawksley to Mr. 
Maguire, in which he says, ‘ You will 
remember your cables to Mr. Rhodes on 
such and such a date.” A statement more 
inconsistent with the facts it is impossible 
to conceive. It was absolutely certa‘n that 
these men were cabling day after day 
to Mr. Rhodes saying, “It is all right : 
we have the Colonial Oftice with us” 

and Mr. Rhodes himself stated the cables 
he received were used at the Cape in order 
to support his policy. That is a thing 
which must be inquired into; it is quite 
impossible to leave attempts of that kind 
alone. I suggest to the Colonial Secretary 
that when there is a conspiracy of this 
kind against his character one of the first 
duties to the public is to have it exposed. 
He has no right to assume indifference 
and say, “I stand upon my character ; 
these men have entered into a conspiracy 
against me, and | will take no notice of 
them.” I say these are things which 
require to be taken notice of. They have 
created suspicion which has done infinite 
mischief, and they have shaken contidence 
in British good faith all over the world ; 
and therefore I say a further inquiry is 
absolutely necessary. Without making 
any charge of complicity against the right 
hon. Gentleman, [ must condemn him for 
not having taken measures that might 
have removed these suspicions. I think 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman, 
in which he said there was no reflection 


on the personal honour of Mr. Rhodes, 


was a most culpable error. I was never 
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more astonished, and I will say I was 
never more shocked than when I heard 
that speech. I had unfortunately spoken 
in the debate, and could not state at the 
time, though I stated shortly afterwards, 
the impression that speech made on my 
mind. What had Mr. Rhodes done? 
Why, he stated what he knew to be un- 
true to everybody. He deceived everybody 
with whom he was connected. As my 
hon. and learned friend has said, he 
deceived Lord Rosmead, to whom he was 
hound in honour to be truthful. He 
deceived the Chartered Company. Per- 
haps they will one day discover that he 
has not ceased to deceive them. He 
stuck at nothing. He authorised the 
sending of that letter to Zhe Times, one 
of the most scandalous things I ever heard 
ot. Nobody knew better than he did that 
the people of Johannesburg had counter- 
manded the raid by sending men to order 
it not to take place, and vet Mr. Rhodes 
authorised the letter to be sent with a 
false date to deceive the British people 
and to inspire the jingo muse of the Poet 
Laureate. All the world was deceived. 
It was said: “These cowardly men in 
Johannesburg have abandoned the heroes 
they invited to fight for them.” And 
vet the right hon. Gentleman says 
that is not inconsistent with — per- 
sonal honour, [ am = sorry such a 
standard of personal honour should have 
been raised. The right hon. Gentleman, 
ingeniously enough, tried to fix it upon a 
charge of personal and pecuniary in- 
terest. But there was no question of 
personal and pecuniary interest raised in 
the debate, which turned entirely upon 
the whole of the general conduct of Mr. 
Rhodes. Mr. Rhodes himself may not 
have been governed by pecuniary interest, 
I have never said he was. Yes, Sir, but 
there is “the Rhodes group.” — Had they 
no pecuniary interest! Weare told that 
gold had nothing to do with the raid. 
The raid, in my opinion, was made by 
gold and _ lies. Who produced these 
hundreds of thousands of pounds to raise 
rebellion in Johannesburg, and to gather 
together the police at Mafeking? Why 
lL read the other day that one of these 
gold lords of the Transvaal, addressing 
his shareholders, said— 

“This war we reckon will be a capital thing 
for us ; it will raise the value of the output 
from 6s. to 10s. a ton, and if we work that out 
it will come to three millions.” 


I hope he means to offer that three 
Sir William Harcourt, 
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millions to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer for the expenses of this war, by 
which it will have been earned. There 
is one other thing--I alluded to it the 
other night, but I must allude to it again 
—I am sorry the right hon. Gentleman 
took no notice of it—and that is the 
ottice which was given to Sir Graham 
Bower after the Report of the Committee. 
What was the conduct of Sir Graham 
Bower! He received a secret communi 


-eation of the most serious character. 


Did he consult Lord Rosmead? My hon. 
and learned friend asked very truly 
what was the standard set up by the 
Colonial Secretary in the case of Mr. 
Fairfield?) He said, “ Mr. Fairfield is a 
man of honour, and could not possibly 
have concealed anything from me.” 
Then comes Mr. Newton, another Imperial 
officer. Mr. Newton felt that he, having 
this knowledge, must go and inform Lord 
Rosmead ; and who are the people who 
persuaded him not to inform the man to 
whom he had been private secretary and 
in whose house he was living! They 
were Mr. Rhodes and Sir Graham Bower. 
What an example is that to set to the 
permanent Civil Service of this country ! 
If there is anything for which the perma 
nent Civil Service of this country are 
famous, and of which they are justly 
proud, it is the chastity of their honour 
and their loyalty to their chief. Yet here 
is a man convicted and condemned by a 
Committee for his disloyalty to his chief, 
and then he is given a place, very soon 
afterwards, of the same kind of trust 
which he had betrayed and dishonoured. 
That is a circumstance which in it 
self has spread great alarm, and_ it 
is one which, in my opinion, is very 
deeply to be deplored. IT speak on this 
subject strongly because | have enjoyed 
the assistance of the permanent Civil 
Service of this country, and T know how 
deeply they feel the blow struck at it by 
the conduct of Sir Graham Bower, and 
still more by his having been placed 
again in a position of the same trust. The 
right hon, Gentleman: said nothing upon 
that subject to-night. He was asked a 
question yesterday about it, and what was 
his answer! He said Sir Graham Bower 
did not receive pay for fourteen months, 
and that his salary is not so great in his 
present office as in the last. Yes, Sir, but 
you cannot measure a question of honour 
of this kind by salary. That is not a 


‘standard, any more than the other, of 
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personal honour. In my opinion a civil 
servant who has behaved to his chief in 
the way that Sir Graham Bower has be- 
haved to Lord Rosmead ought never to 
have been treated in the manner in which 
he was by the right hon, Gentleman 
opposite. Now, [ have been obliged to 
make these remarks for this reason, that 


| do believe that these two acts 
on the part of the right hon. 


Gentleman have done a great deal to keep 
alive those suspicions which ought never 
to have arisen and ought never to have 
heen set atloat. These are the reasons 
for which I think that a more extended 
inquiry ought to be made. That inquiry 
which we found ourselves unable to make 
should now be fulfilled. I have never 
regarded that Report as a final Report. 
It was stated on the face of it that it was 
not a final Report. We stated our reasons 


for not being able to make a_ final 
Report. The circumstances of these tele- 


grams, both those that were refused then 
and those that have been produced since, 
and of these letters, have made this ques- 
tion of suspicion one not only of English 
interest, but of European importance. 
And it does seem to me that to allow these 
suspicions to go on, propagated as they 
are by these men, who will continue to 
propagate them and to cover themselves 
by the suggested connivance of — the 
Colonial Office from the responsibility of 
their own malefactions, is a thing that 
is not safe in the public interest and_ will 
not 'redound to the honour of this country. 
Therefore, 1 think we ought to take all 
the measures in our power to reveal the 
whole of this matter to the bottom, and 
to put aside those mischievous suspicions 
which the Colonial Secretary has to-night 
repudiated, 


*Mr. CRIPPS (Gloucestershire, Stroud): 
| should like at the commencement of my 
remarks to say a few words in reference 
to the speech of the right hon. Member for 
West Monmouth, because it appears to me, 
having regard to the speech the right 
hon. Gentleman made in the summer of 
1897, inconceivable, that he should now 
he found supporting the motion now 
before the House. The speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman is undoubtedly 
framed on an indictment of Mr. Rhodes 
and his friends, and I should have liked 
to have asked the right hon. Gentleman, 
if he had been in his place, why on 
this subject the inquiry should be re- 
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opened, or why he has any fault to 
find with the conclusions at which 
the Committee arrived. The whole 
point which the right hon. Gentleman 
raises, the question as to the conduct of 
Mr. Rhodes and his friends, was un- 
doubtedly discussed and inquired into in 
the fullest manner, and on that point it 
cannot be said the Committee did not 
come to an effective conclusion. The right 
hon. Gentleman also appeared to think 
that without fuller inquiry being made, 
there might be some misunderstanding as 
to the motives with which these cablegrams 
had been seut by Mr. Rhodes’s friends 
in England to Mr. Rhodes and his 
advisers in South Africa. Surely on that 
point the right hon. Gentleman must 
have forgotten the findings of the Com 
mittee, which are in exact accordance 
with the views he now expresses. He is 
in accord with the finding of the Com- 
mittee, and on this ground he ean hardly 
say that full inquiry is necessary in order 
that all these difficult and complex ques- 
tions should be further considered. From 
the outset | have desired that every 
matter should be fully gone into, with 
all necessary detail and evidence, in order 
that the Committee might come to an 
effective and proper conclusion, — Upon 
that point | should like to call attention 
to the finding of the Committee itself. 
The Committee found, almost in the 
words of the right hon. Gentleman, “ that 
there was no basis or foundation of fact 
on which these cablegrams were founded ; 
that they were sent by Mr. Rhodes’s 
confederates in England to his con- 
federates in South Africa in order that 
they might be unjustly used to suggest 
the implication of the Colonial Cftice. 
After what has been said to-night 
nobody could come to the conclusion 
that there were real causes for reopen- 
ing the inqury. Apart from the 
cablegrams no suggestion of any sort has 
been made which would justify that con- 
clusion. All other matters were fully 
considered and investigated in the pro- 
ceedings of the Committee. There is only 
one other point in the speech of the right 


‘hon. Gentleman to which I should lke 


to call attention. He has made an 
attack on the reappointment to 
certain offices of Sir Graham Bower 
and Mr. Newton. That is entirely 
irrelevant to the present issue. | 


should like to put it to any hon. Mem- 
bers of this House, or anybody who has 
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followed this matter, whether those gentle- 


men have anything to do with the subject | 


matter of discussion now before the 
House. That matter has nothing to do 


with the inquiry held before the South | 


African Committee. If I thought there 
were any outstanding injustice _ per- 
petrated by that Committee, | should not 
be here to-day to oppose this motion, 
but that proposition has yet to be 
proved. There is no proof of any 
outstanding injustice cither in the 
conduct of the Committee itself or in 
the effect of that conduct. If that cannot 
be shown, I think it would be nothing 
less than an unmitigated evil to allow 
this motion to proceed. The issues were 
undoubtedly serious and of extreme im- 
portance-—they were both complex and 
diftieult-which had to be inquired into, 
and they were inquired into once and for 
all. Those issues involved the honour, 


character and position, whether for good ' 


or evil, of leading statesmen in this 
country and in South Africa, but when 
the Committee has sat and the verdict 
given of acquittal and condemnation, 
because it was both in this case, there can 
be no possible justification for reopening 
an inquiry of that kind unless there are 
facts which are either new in themselves 
or give some ground for saying the inquiry 
was not properly held. Not only were 
the characters and reputations of states- 
men involved, but the relationship be- 
tween this country and South Africa was 
also very deeply involved, and that being 
so what could be worse than at the 
present time to reopen a sore of that kind 
without some absolute necessity for it. 
What could be more unfortunate than at 
this moment to drag to the front a ditt- 
cult and unpleasant controversy which | 
think and hope has been by the Report of 
the Committee decided for ever. Unless 
it he established on good ground that the 
Report of this Committee is imperfect, it 
cannot be suggested that an inquiry 
lasting over a large number of days 
and to which anxious — attention 
was given ought to be — re-opened. 


The hon. Gentleman who moved. the , 


motion said that the Report of the Com- 
mittee was inconclusive and feeble ; feeble 
it might be in his opinion, but incon- 
clusive it was not. Of the two great 


issues relegated to it, one was whether | 


what may be termed the Rhodes group 
were implicated in the raid. Was the 
Report inconclusive upon that point ? The 


Mr. Cripps. 
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Committee found that Mr. Rhodes and 
the group with which he was connected 
were implicated. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Since the hon. 
Gentleman challenges me, | deny all that. 
It was the Colonial Secretary who was on 
his defence, and not Mr. Rhodes, who had 
already been convicted, and whose offence 
had been aggravated by the fact that he 
held a position of trust in South Africa. 


*Mr. CRIPPS: The hon. Gentleman 
may disagree with the Report, but how 
can he say it was inconclusive? Then 
taking the other point raised by the hon. 
Gentleman, how can he say it was incon- 
clusive as regards the Colonial Secre- 
tary! The Committee, with practical 
unanimity, acquitted the right hon. 
Gentleman of any knowledge or com- 
plicity. The hon. Gentleman may disagree 
with the Report, but that is no reason for 
re-opening the inquiry. The — hon. 
Member said he was not prepared to 
specify any charge. Is the House going 
to upset the finding of a committee of 
this sort, and going to have the inquiry 
re-opened, when the hon, Gentleman who 
brings the motion is not prepared to 
specify the charges which he alleges ! 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I was acting on 
precedent. 


Mr. CRIPPS: Two points made by 
the hon, Gentleman opposite — show 
he has not considered what really passed. 
He has not really considered the evidence 
placed before the Committee, and has not 
regarded the care with which the Com- 
mittee investigated it. First of all he 
referred to the letter of Sir John Wil- 
loughby, known as the War Office letter 
That letter was not written by 
Sir John Willoughby at all, but by 
his solicitor, and written on information 
supposed to be supplied by Dr. Jameson. 
Dr, Jameson came torward and said there 
Was a mistake; that he never gave the 
information, and so ended the mystery 
involved in that letter. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Was it not 
signed by Sir John Willoughby ? 


*Mr. CRIPPS: Of course it was, and if 
the hon. Gentleman had taken the trouble 
to go into the different details with which 
the Committee had to deal, he would 
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have known that although it was signed 
by Sir John Willoughby, it was not 
written by him. Then I come to the 
Flora Shaw cablegram in which the name 
of the Colonial Secretary appears. | 
wonder whether the hon. Gentleman ever 
took the trouble to ascertain what that 
eablegram was. It was one of the 


cablegrams called imaginative in the 
language of the hon. Member for 
Northampton. The explanation given 


before the Committee as to the cable- 
gram-—-and I think this is very im- 
portant-—was that when the name of the 
Colonial Secretary was used, it was not 
used as expressing his views, or indicating 
that he had ever expressed any views to 
Miss Shaw, but, as she said herself, 
hecause it was thought he might be 
a Little Englander, and she wished to 
dissipate that impression. The Committee 


accepted that explanation, and exonerated , 


the Colonial Secretary from any possible 
implication. It is surely somewhat clisin- 
gennous to bring this matter forward 
without, at any rate, some explanation. 
One can always cull particular extracts, 
and by divorcing them from their sur- 
roundings make them appear to bear an 
absolutely different meaning to their 
original purport. One of the misfor- 
tunes of this case is that it is so easy to 
take some detached statement and give 


undue weight to it, and not at the same! 


time bring to the mind of your hearers 


or readers all the surrounding cireum- | 


stances. 1 think it may be called a good 
omen as regards the work of the Com- 
mittee that, in spite of the extremely able 
speech of the seconder of the resolution, 
there was not a word in the whole of it 
which would justify the re-opening of this 
difficult) problem. The first matter to 
which the seconder referred was what he 
called the conduct of the Colonial 
Secretary in giving his evidence. The 
Committee had nothing to do with that. 
What they had to see to, and what was 
inquired into, not only in detail but with 
great particularity, was whether the 
Colonial Office was implicated or not ; 
and upon that point we made the fullest 
investigation, and had ample material on 
which to come to a final and conclusive 
decision. The second point raised by the 


hon. Member who seconded this resolu- | 


tion was what he called the omissions of 
the Committee. I absolutely disagree 
with his criticisms. The duty of the 
Committee was to receive sufficient infor- 
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mation to enable them to form a just 
opinion on the matters submitted 
to them. But when they had that 
information, and had formulated their 
opinion, what was the obligation on the 
Committee to go further! As regards 
the reporting of Mr. Hawksley, that has 
been discussed and decided in this House, 
and the action of the Committee was sup- 
ported most lovally by the hon. Member 
for West Monmouthshire and by the 
Leader of the Opposition, What did the 
Leader of the Opposition say as regards 
these cablegrams ! He said 

“ They were used for the intimidation of 
one publie Department after another. Was it 
not alxo likely that they might be used to 
stave off the :publication of a damning 
teport.” 
Are we to reopen the inquiry for such 
purpose! The question of the conduct 
of the Government after the Report has 
nothing to do with the members of the 
Committee. As regards subsequent dis- 
closures, it is impossible to add anything 
to what the Secretary for the Colonies has 
said. If hon. Members wish to impugn 
the attitude of the Government on this 
matter, it is open to them to do it ; but 
surely to seek to upset the most careful 
inquiry of a Committee of this House 
would be a fatal blow to the prestige of 
the House. Although I think there is no 
profound dissatisfaction outside the House 
and no profound desire within the House 
to re-open a complicated question of this 


sort, | think it is due to the South 
African Committee and 1 am speaking 
as a member of the Committee—to 


say in one or two words what. passed 


as regards these cablegrams. A moun- 
tain has been made out of a mole 
hill. They were, after all, a small and 


unimportant element in this very com- 
plicated inquiry. They were telegrams 
sent from implicated parties in England 
to implicated parties in South Africa. 
The Colonial Office had no cognisance of 
them at the time ; they were not brought 
to the knowledge of the Colonial Office 
until a much later date. The point | 
have taken on these cablegrams is that 
they were almost irrelevant. You would 
not condemn any third party on telegrams 
sent in that way. So far as the Com- 
mittee were concerned, not only did they 
not want to hush up those telegrams, but 
the steps they took would naturally lead 
to the disclosure of the whole of them. 
The Committee ordered the Eastern Tele 
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graph Company to retain all the cable- 
grams they had, and they hoped to 
get all the cablegrams that passed 
during these negotiations. Is that con- 
sistent with the suggestion that the Com- 
mittee were desirous to hush up the 
evidence ? It was merely the accident 


that the Eastern Telegraph Company in | 


the course of their business only kept tele- 


grams for six months that prevented us | 


from getting the whole of them. I for 
one would not have joined in this report 
if anything could have been disclosed in 
those telegrams which the Committee did 
not already know. In my opinion there 
is not the slightest foundation for saying 
there was anything material in those tele- 
grams not known to the Committee. 
First of all, every party implicated, or 
who could be implicated, in those tele- 
grams was before the ‘Committee. We 


had Dr. Harris’s own admission that he | 


saw the Colonial Secretary but three times, 
and that only on one occasion did he make 
a guarded allusion to certain eventualities. 
The Colonial Secretary and the Under 
Secretary for the Colonies said, on oath, 
they had absolutely nothing brought to 
their minds to suggest the Jameson 
raid or anything incidental to it. Is 
there any member of the House 
who will say the Committee was not 
justified in acting on statements of that 
kind, and in finding, as they did, that the 
Colonial Office was not implicated in this 
matter? Why did we want further 
inquiry ? If those statements are accu- 
rate, they dispose of the whole allegation. 
No one in this House has impugned their 
accuracy. The Committee believed the 
sworn statements of the Colonial Secre- 


tary and the Under Secretary of State for | 


the Colonies, and I say they were right 
in doing so, and consequently in coming 
to the finding they did. Withregard to 
Mr. Fairfield, the only way the raid would 
have been brought to his knowledge was 
through Dr. Harris, and you have the 


positive statement of Dr. Harris himself | 


that Mr. Fairfield was absolutely innocent 
of the Jameson raid. The Report of the 
Committee was based on the theory that 
these cablegrams did suggest the im- 


plication of the Colonial Office, but that | 


that implication was wholly misleading 
and unjustifiable. Under these circum- 
stances what is the ground, or the sug- 


gested ground, for the re-opening of the | 


inquiry ? I could understand the demand 
for the re-opening of the inquiry if anyone 
Mr. Cripps. 
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|were to get up in his place and 
say he did not believe the statements 
| of the Colonial Secretary or the Under 
| Secretary of State for the Colonies. But 
' when the Committee has believed these 
| statements the whole matter is brought 
to an end, and there is nothing to be said. 
We have the condemnation of Mr. 
Rhodes on the one side and the acquittal 
of the Colonial Office on the other. [| 
will never allow that mere innuendoes 
and suggestions started outside this House 
subsequently to an inquiry of this kind 
are any reason why this House should re- 
open a complicated inquiry. To accept a 
principle of that kind would be to com- 
promise the dignity of this House. If 
there is any ground for saying that 
matters were not adequately inquired 
into by the Committee, or that there 
was not sufficient evidence, I for one 
should not oppose the motion of the 
hon. Member. But in the absence of 
‘any proof of that kind, when we have 
nothing more than innuendo and sus- 
picion, I say it is out of accord with the 
honourable traditions of this House in 
dealing with its Committees to accept the 
present motion. I go further. Itis grossly 
unju-t to the parties affected to keep alive 
in this way this sort of controversy. It 
could not be suggested that there was no 
colour to the attack on the honour of the 
Colonial Secretary or that of the Under 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if this 
House acceded to the re-opening of the 
inquiry. That is the only basis—and the 
unworthy basis, [ think—on which this 
motion can be brought forward. I beg 
'to say, speaking as a Member of the 
South African Committee, that I believe 
we inquired most fully into all these 
| points. We gave up our time and an 
immense amount of trouble in order to 
| arrive at a conclusion definite and final, 
‘and I shall certainly ask the House to 
give a decided negative to this motion. 


*Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) : This is a 
| question which vitally touches the honour 
‘and interests of the country. It is only 
‘within the last few months that the 
country has realised the gravity of the 
issues involved in the Jameson raid. We 
are now face to face with those issues, 
which will not be ended even by the close 
of the war, seeing that we shall have to re- 
habilitate the condition of affairs in South 
Africa, and to rebuild the shattered 
structure on a foundation of peace and 
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justice, giving full proof that we are pre- | 
pared to probe to the bottom the conduct | 
of any Government department, and so to | 


remove all ground for suspicion. Only on 
such a foundation can peace and good- 
will ever, even in the remote future, be 
restored. The raid has been a main cause 
of the war. What stopped the mouth 
and stayed the hand of the Government 
in a period when, as they say, aggression 
after aggression was being made by the 
South African Republic ?- What prevented 
remonstrance and paralysed action when, 
the Government say, abuse after 
abuse was being committed ? What was it 
that stopped the mouth of the Govern- 
ment when the Transvaal was as they 
say arming in an improper and offensive 
manner? What prevented such action 
as the interests of the country in that 
view required? The Government declare 
it was the raid. Why did the raid stop 
it! Merely because Dr. Jameson had 
invaded the Transvaal? Not at all. 
They were paralysed by the not un- 
reasonable suspicion, however unfounded 
it might be, that Dr.  Jameson’s 
action had behind it the Colonial Office. 
They were paralysed by the suspicion that 
there was more beneath, and that the 
Government or a Government Depart- 
ment had some knowledge of, or winked 
at, or were accomplices in these trans- 
actions. That very circumstance indi- 
cates that the fullest possible inquiry 
was necessary for the honour and the 
true and lasting interests of this country 
as an Empire, and especially for the in- 
terest and restoration of peace in South 


as 


Africa, That necessity was acknowledged ; | 


it was freely conceded. A promise was 
made at the very earliest moment to 
President Kruger and Mr. Hofmeyr ; that 
promise was repeated in the Queen’s 
Speech ; and it was acted upon in the ap- 
pointment of a Committee ; thereby recog- 


uising the view that the fullest possible | 


inquiry should be held for the purpose of 
Ininging before the world the whole 
circumstances and facts of the case, in 
order to put this country in its right 
and true position, so that those who had 
been wronged by suspicion might be vin- 
dicated, and that those against whom the 
finger of suspicion had been , rightly 
pointed might also be placed in their 
proper position before the eyes of the 
world. Let meask the House to recollect 
the chain of circumstances which has 
brought about in large measure this sus- 
picion. For some years before 1895 it 
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is the case of the Government that the 
Transvaal, or at least the Rand, and 
Johannesburg as its centre, was seething 
with disaffection and discontent, that the 
condition of things was growing more 
'and more dangerous, that the discontent 
of the Uitlanders was becoming more 


and more acute, and might and 
would, unless the grievances were 


redressed, lead to a rebellion, perhaps to 
a revolution. That was the case in 
1894 under a former Colonial Secretary 
‘and a former High Commissioner. 
One instance in that year was the 
question of commandeering, when the 
excitement became so great that Sir 
Henry Loch went to Pretoria and was to 
receive a great deputation at Johannes- 
burg. President Kruger asked him as a 
favour not to go to Johannesburg, because 
it would involve disturbance.: He agreed 
not to go, and he declared to his chief here 
that the situation was most dangerous, 
that its gravity could not be over-esti- 
mated, and that there was the greatest 
probability of an explosion. At that time 
a policy seems to have been settled with 
reference to what should be done in the 
event of the expected rising taking place. 
The policy so far as the Imperial Govern- 
ment were concerned was that, when the 
rising came oft, the High Commissioner 
should go to Johannesburg and mediate, 
under the view that the Transvaal authori- 
ties had shown themselves incapable of 
preventing anarchy there, and in order 
that British interests should be protected. 
It was understood at that time that troops 
should be placed on the border at Mafeking 
or in that neighbourhood, to escort him, 
and I believe they were concentrated and 
placed there in 1894. That was the poliey 
of the Colonial Office. It was even then 
necessary to forecast an insurrection ; it 
was necessary to settle a policy. That 
policy was that the High Commissioner 
should go up to protect British interests, 
with an escort of troops provided for the 
purpose. What happened between 1894 
and 1895? According to the com- 
mon story, accentuated by what we 
know now very clearly, the situation 
at Johannesburg had got very much 
worse. Why? It was no longer left to 
the arguments and _ persuasions and 
feelings of those who were suffering the 
grievances of those who were on the spot ; 
but Mr. Rhodes and Mr. Beit intervened : 
they sent their emissaries and their cash ; 
they proceeded to organise the insurrection 
which up to that time had not come off. 
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They proceeded to stimulate the discon- 
tent, and to organise the people; they 
encouraged them; they provided them 
with money ; they arranged for munitions 
of war; and, generally speaking, they 
fomented the insurrection. Under these 
circumstances, Mr. Rhodes, in one of his 
numerous capacities, as Prime Minister of 
the Cape, and in another, as agent of and 
practically the Chartered Company, repre- 
sented to the High Commissioner and the 
Government of the Cape that the con- 
dition of things at Johannesburg was 
growing more acute. Who knew better? 
He himself was making it more acute. 
He understood from the High Commis- 
sioner, as Dr. Jameson also understood, 
that if and when —at that time it was not 
really “if,” it was “when”; everybody 
was satistied that the insurrection would 
come off; it was a question of months, 
may be of weeks, but it was quite certain 
to come off —therefore, | may say, not if, 
Iut when the insurrection came off the 
reappointed High Commissioner, Sir 
Hercules Robinson, was to go up. And, I 
presume, as this insurrection was to be still 
moreformidable and much better organised 
than before, that he was not to go up 
unattended by troops, but that the policy 
of the Colonial Office would be continuous 
in this as in the other respect, and the 
High Commissioner would go wp with an 
escort to intervene for the protection 
of British interests. How far he was 
to act and what British interests were 
to be specially protected we know not, 
nor, for this purpose, do .we care. That 
was the policy. That being the policy, | 
say it was a very delicate and critical 
policy. When you find this Imperial 
Grovernment, with its positions and rela- 
tions in South Africa, with its enormous 
influence, with its claims of paramountey, 
with its undefined claims of superiority 
over the Transvaal State, deciding in its 
mind that an insurrection is sure to come 
off, and to come off among its own subjects, 
to be created by its own subjects, and that 
it must provide for the emergency by the 
protection of British interests in the way 
to which T have referred, you find a very 
delicate and critical position, It comes 
very near approval. I do not say that it 
is necessarily approval. But seeing 
the attitude of one Government in 
I894 and the attitude of this Govern- 
ment in 1895, there is a very thin 
partition wall between the approval or 
complacent assent on the one hand, and 
the recognition on the other hand of the 
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sad inevitable, to be avoided if possible, 
but yet believedto be inevitable. That isthe 
difference between what I may call the 
open Rhodes plan and the secret Rhodes 
plan, the former being that an insurrection 
was inevitable and Imperial — British 
interests must be protected, and the latter 
heing not indeed the Jameson raid 
precisely as it took place, but that 
an insurrection should be  fomented 
and accomplished by Rhodes, and then 
that the High Commissioner was to he 
used. It is on this thin partition wall 
that the Minister must stand. This 
was the condition in the  swmmer 
of 1895. The condition as known 
to the Colonial Office at that time 
was that the Transvaal was secthing 
with discontent, that an insurrection 
was imminent at Johannesburg, and 
that it was necessary to forecast it and 
to provide for it, and that the cigh Com- 
missioner was to appear. It was in this 
condition that Mr. Rhodes, in the summer 
of 1895, sent an emissary or emissarics 
to London to negotiate on behalf of 
the Chartered Company a change 
in certain arrangements with — the 
Colonial Office. What were — those 
changes! They were the changes 
that secured this enormous alteration in 
the position of the Chartered Company 

that it was to become the border authority, 
to possess the land for ten miles breadth 
along the Transvaal border, getting rid of 
the immediate Imperial care and responsi- 
bility, and obtaining the border territory 
including what has been called the 
“jumping off” place at Pitsani-Potlugo. 
Mr. Rhodes was to undertake the responsi 
bilities which belong to the — border 
authority, and thus he appealed 

happily appealed—to the commercial 
spuit which the Colonial Secretary com- 
bines with his Imperialistic sentiments. 
He bought this border-line ; he bought the 
authority ; he bought the responsibility ; 
he bought this great power which he wields. 
How! Hepointed out, ‘ Youare at a great 
expense as border authority in maintaining 
a large force of police at a cost of tens v1 
thousands of pounds a year. The Com- 
pany will undertake that work, and 
save you £60,000 a year.” What do 
we, who are voting scores of millions 
and expending thousands of brave lives, 
think of £60,000 a year now? © We will 
save you £60,000 a year, because we will 
undertake that larger force; vou can do 
with a few men to look after liquor 
permits and so on, but the great respon- 
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sibilities and care and power and precau- 
tions which are all involved in the 
horder authority you will hand over 
to us and we will pay the cost.” Who 
pays the cost ? The Empire handed over 
these powers to the Chartered 
Company to be handled in’ whose 
interests ? In those of the company and 
Rhodes, of course. It followed naturally 
that the police, which up to that time had 
been essential, should be disbanded, because 
the Colonial Secretary was to save the 
public money. Arrangements were made to 
provide facilities for their re-enlistment 
in the service of the Chartered Company. 
It was no longer necessary to have 
munitions of war, Maxims, ordnance, and 
other things ; so they were to be handed 
over to the Chartered Company to be 
duly paid for at a valuation. But it was not 
only there that we were to save. No; 
the Colonial Secretary made a better bar- 
gain. He actually saved £200,000 more, 
in the shape of a subsidy which had been 
promised for a railway, which sum Mr. 
Rhodes, so eager to get and to get at 
once these various powers and advantages, 
was ready to give up. So that for this 
mess of pottage, consisting of £60,000 a 
year and £200,000, you got the raid and 
the war. These arrangements lasted but a 
few weeks. Within a very short time 
the Colonial Secretary revoked the 
arrangement, and resumed the authority ; 
he clipped the wings of the company even 
closer than before ; he undertook once 
more the functions he had handed over ; 
he undid as far as he could what he had 
done. But meantime,South Africa also was 
undone! Meantime the raid had occurred, 
proving the enormous blunder which had 
heen made, and demonstrating the neces- 
sity for this country, if she will engage in 
enterprises in all the corners of the earth, 
at least resolving to keep the care of her 
own responsibilities, and to discharge them 
herself instead of handing them over to per- 
sons no matter how great or to chartered 
companies no matter how wealthy. 
There had been this change in the power 
of the Chartered Company with reference 
to the police force and the border ; but no 
change that we can find had been effected 
in the policy of the Colonial Office, 
because the policy of the Colonial Office 
still was that when the inevitable insur- 
ection came off—a time now to be 


counted almost by days, for everybody 
thought it would come off before peace- 
ful, joyous Christmas time—the High 
Commissioner should go up; and I pre- 





{20 FEBRUARY 1900} 





Jameson Laid, 666 
sume he was this time to he escorted by 
the Chartered Company's forces, which 
were being concentrated ostensibly for a 
peaceful purpose, to guard the railway 
tracks and culverts and forth 
against the natives, at that convenient 
point from which they might be drawn 
to act either as an escort to the High 
Commissioner or as invaders of the Re- 
public. It is quite clear from telegrams 
which passed between the High Commis- 
sioner and the Colomial Secretary after 
the raid that the Colonial Secretary took 
full responsibility for the plan of Lord 
Rosmead, going up as soon the 
expected insurrection took place, doubt- 
less accompanied by the troops the 
Colonial Secretary was arranging the 
Chartered Company should have. Now 
who can doubt that this change was 
that which made the raid not merely 
possible but easy! Who can doubt that 
it was the circumstance of the Chartered 
Company being made the border autho- 
rity, being given the responsibility of 
keeping the peace, forsooth! on the 
horder of the Transvaal, having handed 
over to it the police and the power to 
have these guns and men and_ horses 
there, which made the raid possible and 
easy ! We know that that was the main 
object of the transaction in the mind of 
Mr. Rhodes. He was willing to pay 


so 


as 


£200,000 and £60,000 a year —a hard 
bargain, as he thought—-simply | be- 
cause it was necessary by a_ fixed 
date—-a date fixed with reference to 


the intended breaking out of the insur- 
rection at Johannesburg —to have a posi- 
tion and a foree which would enable him to 
send troops into the Transvaal. May L ask 
how it is possible for a moment to wonder 
that suspicion should be excited in the 
minds of those who suffered by these 
operations, who saw these great changes 
made by which the Company was made the 
border authority and given all these 
facilities on the eve of this misuse, if vou 
please so to call it, of that power and 
those facilities? Who can wonder that 
they put two and two together, and he- 
lieved that the one followed on the other in 
the minds of people here as well as in the 
minds of people in South Africa? Can 
you blame them? Put yourselves in 
their place. Is there a man here who, 
had he been in their situation, would not 
have indulged a suspicion—nay, a convic- 
tion amounting to moral certainty-—in his 
mind that that which was so enormous a 
change, for so inadequate a cause, and 
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hurried in such a way, was done in order 
that it might be made possible and easy 


for that to happen which in point of fact | 


did result in a few weeks! I say all 
these things in order to show you what 
it is this Empire has to answer in this 
matter. Our task is to vindicate our 
position in South Africa and in the eves 
of the world at large. I state great cause 
for the suspicion in order that you may 
see what it is vou have to clear away. 
There was then a case for inquiry, as 
everybody agreed, though perhaps until 
we prosecuted that inquiry they did not 
see how great that case was. That inquiry 
was essential, because the honour of the 
whole country was involved in the honour 
of a great Department of State and 
of a leading Minister of the Crown. My 
opinion has always been that there was 
no man in the world so deeply interested, 
as far as his enduring fame is concerned, 
in the granting of this inquiry as the 
Minister who is said to be attacked to- 
night. I entered upon that inquiry in 
what I believe to be the proper spirit 

namely, a judicial spirit. I desired, as I 
desire to-day, that the honour of this 
country and the honour of Ministers of 
State should he fully vindicated. L believed 
them then, as 1 believe them now, to be 
entitled to far more than the ordinary 
presumption of innocence which we give 
to the commonest accused until they are 
proved guilty. I believed when | looked 
at the papers there was a still stronger 
reason tor drawing a very cogent inference 
in favour of the innocence of the Minister 
of the specific charge which had been made 
against him generally, notwithstanding the 
suspicion which might not unnaturally be 
evoked by what had taken place. That rea- 
son remains; I still feel, as [ have always 
felt, its force. Laver that no man can 
read the documents, whether they be 
telegrams or despatches, which were 
addressed by the Colonial Secretary to 
the African authorities immediately wpon 
hearing of the raid, without finding it 
extremely difficult to conceive that they 
are the telegrams and despatches of aman 
who was an accomplice in the matter of that 
raid. That is the fair and reasonable infer- 
ence to be drawn from the documents. It is 
not conclusive ; certainly not. It may be 
said, ‘ What else could he do‘ His only 


chance was to take that road.” That is 
what may be said by his adversaries. I 
say it not. But we have to deal with 


these things with reference to adver- 
saries abroad and at home, and with 


Mr. Bloke. 
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reference to suspicions not unnaturally 
engendered by the course of events to 
which I have alluded with reference to 
complicity in the Rhodes plan, if not in 
the Jameson raid. Although I thought 


‘his words and his acts at that 


time were those of an innocent man, I 
considered he had made most tremendous 
blunders in the negotiations of the 
summer before, and that his character 
for prescience and statesmanship had heen 
permanently tarnished by his not having 
seen that he ought to have retained the 
burdens and responsibilities of Empire 
instead of attempting to shift them for a 
few paltry thousands of pounds to the 
shoulders of the Chartered Company. | 
thought that the man who, knowing the 
condition of the Transvaal, forecasting 
its future and providing against it in the 
manner I have described, yet jet out of 
his hands and turned over to the 
Chartered Company the peace of this 
Empire, committed a tremendous blunder. 
But that is not what he is accused of to 
night. Those who accuse him accuse him 
of something very different and much 
worse, of the Jameson raid. 1, who accuse 
him not of that offence, aver that the 
case is such that his reputation and 
the reputation of the country in this 
matter is largely bound up with his own 
—demands a full inquiry, for such has not 
yet taken place. No man in this House 
will rejoice more than myself if, as | 
believe may well be the case, that inquiry 
should result in his full, plain, and clear 
vindication before the world, which at 
this time cannot be said to have been 
achieved. The negotiations for these 
tremendous changes in the summer of 1895 
wereconducted with the Colonial Office bya 
group of Mr. Rhodes’s emissaries. We 
who know the inner working of the 
minds and intentions, of these men are 
aware, of course, that they were en- 
deavouring to pursue a path in which 
they might mislead some, whatever they 
might have thought it prudent ornecessary 
to let out to others. These negotiations 
were conducted by men who had Mr. 
Rhodes’s full confidence, and at the 
moment he was talking “railway,” 
“peace,” and “ border authority ” at the 
Colonial Office, he was talking “raid,” 
“rebellion,” violence,” “arms,” and 
‘incursions ” with these men across the 
wires. What can be better evidence —I 
do not mean legal evidence, because as 
such they are worthless against the 
Colonial Oftice—than those cables 7 What 
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can be better evidence of the real mind of | 
these men than their own contem- 
poraneous cables, disclosing what hap- 
pened from day to day, what their wishes, 
intentions, hopes, and aims were, and 
stating their progress in achieving those 
things? What can be a better clue to 
the truth of the matter? What could 
give a better light by which to examine 
these men, who, upon this very theory 
had been acting most dishonourably, and 
perhaps adding the small additional 
crime of untruth to the crime they were 
committing against their country ? What 
could be more important for the real 
investigation of the truth as to com- 
plicity with the Rhodes plan than 
these cables? I felt this so strongly 
that the very first suggestion I made to 
the Committee was that we ought to 
get the cables before we examined any 
witnesses. I said that we wanted them 
in order to test and check the witnesses 
by them. My suggestion was not 
adopted. Mr. Rhodes was examined, 
and it was not until long after he had lett 
the country and after many delays that we 
got some of the cables—-only some. _ It 
was not until much later that we learned 
where to procure the others. It has been 
said that the Committee agreed that Mr. 
Rhodes should not speak of these cables. 
There was something said at the earlier 
part of his examination in that sense by 
one member of the Committee, but when | 
examined him I persisted in prosecuting 
an inquiry as to the whereabouts of these 
cables, and it was not until | had got 
from him that he had left them in South 
Africa and could not tell where they were 
that [ stopped. If I had been able to tind 
out who had them | should at once have 
pressed the Committee to call for them. 
If | had been able to tind out who could 
tell where they were I should have asked 
the Committee to summon the person. 
We were not so slack in our duty as some 
censorious critics allege. As a matter of 
fact, the inquiry was exhausted in the 
case of Mr. Rhodes. At a later stage of , 
the proceedings, before the Ist June, it 
turned out that Mr. Hawksley had full 
copies of the cables in his desk at his 
oftice. ‘Those copies were more valuable 
than the originals, because they were 
annotated and had marginal notes, those 
marginal notes being the notes of the 
otticials of the Colonial Secretary, made 
while the copies were in their possession. 
Those copies were retained by Mr. Hawks- 
ley as being specially valuable, under the | 
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specific instructions of Mr. Rhodes, just 


‘because they had upon them those 
notes. Would you not like to see 
them? They are what we want. 


They are acknowledged to be relevant and 
to impute complicity to the Colonial Office. 
Mr. Hawksley declined to proauce them, 
and the Committee decided that they 
would deliberate as to what they should 
do upon this refusal to produce the docu- 
ments. It had been ruled clearly 
under the advice of the Attorney 
General that he was bound to produce. 
I moved on the Ist of June that 
we should report to this House the refusal 
of Mr. Hawksley to produce the cable- 
grams in his possession with the annota- 
tions of the Colonial Office. I pointed 
out that this House had appointed us to 
make a full inquiry, and I thought it was 
our duty to let the House know that we 
were being thwarted in our efforts to do 
our duty because of the refusal of the 
witness to produce important documents. 
|] knew that would not interfere for 
a moment with the prosecution of the 
work of the Committee. Our report of 
Mr. Hawksley’s refusal would have done 
no more than this —it would have 
handed over to the House the power 
and the duty of deciding what was the 
best thing to do under the circumstances. 
Sut the Committee decided not to hand over 
to the House that power by letting it know 
officially what were the facts that it might 
determine whether it would do anything 
with Mr. Hawksley or not. It was said 
that such a course might interfere with 
other proceedings, but the responsibility 
would have been with the House of 
Commons, and the Committee had in 
my judgment no right to prevent the 
House having the power and responsibility 
of deciding this matter. But that course 
was declined, and thereupon my hon. 
friend the Member for Northampton said— 


* As you won’t proceed against Mr. Hawks- 
ley, you stopped him in the middle of his 
evidence, technically he is in the witness- 
box, and I move that he be recalled. You 
won't give us the documents, then let us com- 
plete his oral evidence.” 


But the Committee declined even to 
do that, and Mr. Hawksley’s examination 
was closed without being completed. At 
a later stage, when counsel for Mr. Rhodes 
had made a declaration with reference to 
this particular matter, indicating that it 


' was probably for the avoidance of seandal, 


and in that sort of way for the public 
interest that no further investigation 








67] Tnyniry into 


should be made, I renewed my motion 
that this matter should be reported to 
the House, but my motion met with the 
same fate as the previous one. Where- 
upon I, for my part, withdrew, upon the 
ground that the Committee had declined 
to take the steps which were necessary to 
enable it to completethe materials requisite 
for making its own report, or for giving 
the facts to this House upon which the 
House and the country might fairly form 
its own judgment. The Committee 
proceeded to make what was neces- 
sarily a lame, perfunctory and in- 
complete Report. What has _ hap- 
pened since ! The conspirators have been 
largely whitewashed and reinstated, and 
the honour of Mr. Rhodes has been 
vindicated by the Colonial Secretary. 
The right hon. Gentleman suggested to- 
night that he had vindicated Mr. Rhodes’s 
honow in respect of accusations made 
against him in regard toone thingonly, and 
that was that in what he had done he 
had been animated by sordid motives, 
and that this was what he — was 
alluding to in the former — debate. 
Some accusations were made which | 
daresay were not well-founded, but if hon. 
Gentlemen will take the trouble to look 
at the examination of Mr. Rhodes, in the 
course of the questions I put him they 
will see that, although his object might 
not be the acquirement of — filthy 
lucre, he had large interests and 
managed the concerns of other large 
capitalists. They will see that material 
interests had a great deal to do with the 
Iusiness, and that it was only those who 
had no means who craved political rights. 
What those who had gained great wealth 
wanted was more wealth still. What the 
Colonial Secretary did say -as | remem- 
ber in a speech which shocked me 
then, and the recollection of which 
shocks me still---was that the personal 
honour of Mr. Rhodes was vindicated 
upon the theory of the application of lax 
revolutionary ethics. He pointed out that 
since it Was necessary to assume the role of 
the conspirator or the revolutionist all you 
have to consider is whether the revolu- 
tionist is right or wrong. The common test 
to apply is whether the rebellion succeeds 
or not. If it succeeds it is right. Mr. 
Rhodes was a conspirator, and he failed, 
and, therefore, he was wrong. But what 
seems to have been forgotten is that 
the proposal of the Colonial Secre- 
tary is an enormous extension of 
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this principle. I wonder how far 
the right hon. Gentleman would apply 
these ethics to the Fenian revolutionary 
conspiracy; how we would treat the 
honour of a Fenian, enlisted in the Line, 
persuading his comrades. But, as | 
say, he goes much further. What 
State was it that Mr. Rhodes was 
deceiving ? He was not deceiving 
only the Transvaal against which he 
was conspiring. No, he was deceiving 
the Empire of which he was an honoured 
servant ; he was deceiving the Queen, of 
whom he was a Privy Councillor ; he was 
deceiving Her Majesty, whose Prime 
Minister at the Cape he was; he was 
deceiving the High Commissioner, — to 
whom, as chairman of the Chartered 
Company, he was bound by the conditions 
of the Charter to freely communicate, and 
to whom he freely communitated lies. 
not truth. He was deceiving the various 
companies he managed. Now | may 
admire and honour the man — who 
takes his’ life, his property, and his 
estate in his own hand and demands 
equal justice for his fellow-countrymen by 
taking part ina revolution, But if I find 
a man of one State who obtains high 
office and emoluments of various orders, 
which alone enabled Mr. Rhodes to draw 
together and formulate this conspiracy, 
who prostitutes every position he has 
acquired, who abuses every trust reposed 
in him, who deceives every person with 
whom he is connected, and who takes and 
uses all these powers and positions in 
order by the abuse and degradation of 
them to achieve his nefarious purpose 
against another State, then when | 
hear the Colonial Secretary say that 
the personal honour of that man is 
fully vindicated, I can only say that | 
do not know what the standard of honour 
is which this Minister of the Imperial 
Crown adopts. I do not observe 
that the account which was read of 
this transaction by the hon. Member 
below me —the account of the existence in 
the hands of a Member here, during the 
debate, of copies of these cables, for pro- 
duction if required for Mr. Rhodes's 
purpose —was alluded to by the Colonial 
Secretary in his defence. It cannot be 
discarded as one of the many elements 
which make forthat situation of doubt, per- 
plexity, and suspicion which demands in 
my judgment a further inquiry. The hon. 
Member opposite has spoken of reopening 
a closed inquiry, but the inquiry has 
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never been closed. We were unable to 
close it, because we had not obtained the 
complete materials for a judgment. We 
so reported, and you have opposite me to- 
night the Minister who at one time had in 
his hand the key which would open his own 
vindication, and who although henolonger 
holds the key can now unlock the box 
which contains those documents by 
assenting to this motion. And yet he 
declines ! 

Mr. WHARTON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Ripon): [ have listened with interest and 
even with admiration to the speech which 
has just been made. I only wish that the 
speeches to which [ listened at the com- 
mencement of this debate had had more 
of the same tone and the same colour 
that to which we have just listened. I 
wish also that the speeches of the mover 
and the seconder had had the same 
height and breadth and the same justness. 
We have not had in the last speech any 
of that needless acrimony which abounded 
in the opening speech of the mover in 
regard to my right hon. friend the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
What is the proposition we have before 
us tonight? It is, if the hon. Member 
who has just sat down will allow me to 
Thy the reopening of an inquiry 
which I, for one, consider was justly 
closed when the Reportof the South African 
Committee was made. What is the one 
object and the sole ground for the re- 
opening of this inquiry? It is that we 
should ascertain the contents of certain 
telegrams which were not shown to us 
under circumstances which I know it is 
how unnecessary for me to detail to the 
House. It is for that one object that we 
are to have the reopening of this inquiry 

to ascertain in what way the contents of 
those telegrams might influence the new 
Committee who would deal with the 
subject. Does this House really think 
that it would obtain any evidence which 
would lead to a different conclusion to 
that which the last Committee came to ? 
Could a new Committee condemn in 
stronger or in plainer language the 
actions of the prime mover and originator 
of that raid than was contained in that 
Keport? I beg leave to state that plainer 
and stronger language than was used in 
that Report with regard to the action of 
Mr. Rhodes could not be used by any 
other Committee or any other tribunal, 
wherever it came from. 
case, [ want to know 
use of having a_ fresh 
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think it is a very different motive 
which prompts the mover of _ this 
resolution to ask for another inquiry, for 
his speech contains nothing else but an 
exhibition of rancorous animosity, which 
we have seen exhibited in this House 
towards the Colonial Secretary far too 
much of late. I say that that is some- 
what an unworthy motive to ask this 
House to reopen an inquiry such as that. 
I was glad to hear the Leader of the 
Opposition speak to-night, because | knew 
that I should hear again his denial of all 
feeling towards the Colonial Secretary 
with regard to his having any part or 
parcel in the inception of the raid. I 
knew he would express that opinion again 
to-night. The right hon. Gentleman has 
expressed a wish that there should be a 
further inquiry, because he himself is not 
satisfied with regard to our examination 
of those documents. | again ask him is 
it worth while that you should have 
another inquiry upon this one point, and 
again open these sores, which, toa certain 
extent, have been healed? [Irish cries of 
“No, no!”] [know hon, Members oppo- 
site wish to keep those sores open. [An 
Hon. Member from the Irish benches : 
What about the war?] Well, I desire 
the war to cease just as much as any 
other hon. Member does, but do you think 


that by opening inquiries of this sort 
you will tend to close that war! On 
the contrary, | think you will tend 


to revive animosity, and instead of healing 
you will open those sores, and that is why 
T hope there will be no granting of a fresh 
inquiry into this case. Has there not 
already been the fullest inquiry into these 
matters? There has been more than one 
inquiry, for there was an inquiry held by 
the Cape Parliament. They reported 
fully, and their Report is on all fours with 
the Report issued by our Committee, as 
far as I can see, in regard to every cir- 
cumstance of that raid. The raid and its 
origin has been fully reported upon by 
the Committee, and I venture to assert 
that a fresh inquiry is needless, that it 
would be useless, and would only lead to 
further harm. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I am somewhat 
surprised that the hon. and learned 
Member opposite asserts that on this side 
of the House there is any feeling of per- 
sonal rancour against the C olonial Secre- 
am not aware that such an 
imputation rests on any one on this side 





675 Inquiry into 


Gentleman, but I am bound to say I am 
surprised at any hon. Member opposite 
having the coolness to get up and com- 
plain of the feeling of rancour entertained 
on this side of the House, and expressed 
in speeches on this side, against the 
Colonial Secretary, when I remember the 
rancorous attacks and the abuse that was 
levelled against the Colonial Secretary by 
Conservatives one and all when he was a 
Liberal on this side of the House. | 
regret the decision which apparently the 
Government has come to not to have an 
inquiry into this matter. The Colonial 
Secretary has put it on the ground that 
he did not care for the opinion of foreign 
countries, that he did not care for the 
Afrikanders in the Cape, and that he only 
cared for the opinion of this country, 
which entirely agreed with him. I think 
a division will show that everybody in 
this country does not entirely agree with 
him. Ido not think it is fair to separate 
the whole world into sheep and goats, 
and to say that the good sheep are those 
who believe in the Colonial Secretary, 
and the wicked goats are those who dare 
to question his action. Much has been 
suid by the Colonial Secretary about 
insinuations being levelled on this side of 
the House against him. He asks why 
we do not make a fair and frank state- 
ment expressing our opinions of what it 
is we accuse the Colonial Secretary of 
instead of simply making insinuations. 
There have been no insinuations made by 
any single gentleman on this side of the 
House. | Ministerial cries of “Oh, oh !”} Do 
you accusethe mover! [An HON. MEMBER: 
Yes, we do!] Has anybody answered the 
challenge of my hon. friend to the Colo- 
nial Secretary to point out where the 
insinuations were! Do you accuse my 
hon. and learned friend who seconded 
of making insinuations ? — {Ministerial 
cries of “ Yes !”] Certainly he did not 
make insinuations, although he ex- 
pressed his opinion very frankly. The 
point of my hon. friend was that during 
the inquiry certain facts had come out 
which he thought produced a suspicion, 
which he thought demanded that there 
should be a further inquiry. You may 
object to that and disagree with it, but 
surely it is hardly fair to call that an 
insinuation. I have listened to the 
speeches of both the mover and the 
seconder, and I did not hear them make 
any sort of insinuations. The Colonial 
Secretary objected to the particular time 
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at which this motion was brought forward. 
He said that war was raging and he knew 
that our object was to get him out of the 
Government. I frankly say that I think 
it would be a most blessed thing for this 
country if the right hon. Gentlemen were 
to be withdrawn from any Government 
of which he is a member ; but we do not 
bring that forward, and you have no 
right to say that we are precluded from 
bringing forward a motion of this kind, 
because some of us believe that it would 
be better for the country if the right hon. 


Gentleman withdrew from public affairs. 


The right hon. Gentleman spoke of 
his own denial, and the hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Member for 
Stroud harped upon it also. The Colonial 
Secretary has absolutely denied this ; but 
does anybody doubt it? I do not con- 
sider that the denial of a gentieman who 
happens to bea Privy Councillor is worth 
any more than the denial of any Member 
of this House. Since Mr. Rhodes is a 
Privy Councillor I think the balance is in 
favour of the Member. If merely the 
denial of the Colonial Secretary was to 
suffice and there was to be no inquiry, 
why did you assent to any inquiry at all ! 
The inquiry was into the action of the 
Colonial Office. According to your view 
it was sufficient for the Colonial Secretary 
to get up and say he had no connection 
with the raid and there is no need for an 
inquiry, and upon that ground you ought 
to have exeluded an inquiry. But the 
Colonial Secretary made a most extra- 
ordinary statement in the debate which 
followed in regard to Mr. Rhodes's 
character. The right hon. Gentleman 
contended that Mr. Rhodes had been so 
shocked at persons considering he had 
sordid motives that he only applied his 
remarks to the accusation of — sordid 
motives. Iam going to read out what 
the Colonial Secretary said, because it is 
very important to see whether he was 
right or not. This is an extract from his 
speech 

“But as to one thing I am perfectly con- 
vinced—that while the fault of Mr. Rhodes 
is about as great a fault as a politician ora 
statesman can commit, there has been nothing 
proved—and in my opinion there exists 
nothing—which affects Mr. Rhodes’s personal 
position as a man of honour. It is said by 
some Members who take a different view that 
he deceived this person and that person. 
That is perfectly true; but that is part of the 
original offence. If a man goes into a revo- 
lution he may be right or he may be wrong. 
In this case Mr. Rhodes was wrong. But if a 
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man goes into a revolution it follows on, as a 
matter of course, that he must deceive other 
people.’ * 


J ask whether that was a real description 
of the defence on the part of the Colonial 
Secretary of what he said upon that occa- 
sion—that he had not given a general 
certificate to Mr. Rhodes as an honour- 
able man notwithstanding what he had 
done before the Committee. Mr. Rhodes 
has, | daresay, like many other people, 
two qualities--his love of power and his 
love of money —and he seems to have got 
on uncommonly well in his desire to act 
as a patriot for his country. I do not 
want to raise the point as to which 
quality is the strongest, but when the 
right hon. Gentleman tells us he was so 
horrified at the charge of Mr. Rhodes 
heing aetuated by sordid motives, he 
ought to look a little closer into the 
evidence before the Committee, and he 
would find that Mr. Rhodes took great 
care to make a very great deal of money 
out of his business. | My hon. friend the 
Member for Longford, who spoke just 
before me, pointed out what happened 
hefore the Committee, and I defy any 
human being in this House to justify 
before any jury in this country the diffe- 


rence between the finding of the Com- , 


mittee as signed by the Chairman and 
the certificate of honour that was given 
by the Colonial Secretary to Mr. Rhodes 
two days afterwards. I have been a 
Member of this House so long that I realiy 
thought that nothing anybody could say 
here would shock me ; but I was really 
shocked by the ethics of the Colonial 
Secretary. It would be just as reasonable 
to argue that if one man poisoned another 


in order to inherit his wealth the 
poisoning was justifiable because it was 
done in order to get his money. 


The Colonial Secretary took great credit to 
himself because he proposed that there 
should be some inquiry into the action of 
Mr. Rhodes and the raiders ; but the right 
hon.Gentleman could not help himself. The 
matter had been brought before the Cape 
Parliament, and if there had not been an 
inquiry at the instance of the right hon. 
Gentleman, it would have been proposed 
by some other Member of the House, and 
the Government would have been unable 
to refuse it. With regard to the compo- 
sition of the Committee, I do not think 
the right hon, Gentleman correctly stated 
the facts. It was suggested that the 
Secretary of State for War, who was a | 
*See The Parliamentary Debates. [Fourth 
Series.] Vol. li.. p. 1169. 
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friend of Mr. Rhodes, and had served on 
an African Committee before, should be 
put upon this one, and in the same way I 
was puton, because admittedly [was known 
to be opposed to the policy of Mr. Rhodes. 
Those matters were discussed in the 
House and well known, but it was a 
revelation to us when two or three gentle- 
men were secretly put on the Committee 
without the knowledge of this House, as 
nominees of the Chartered Company. | 
am not now speaking of the letter of the 
Colonial Secretary, but his speech. In 
defending that letter he stated that it 
was desirable that certain gentlemen 
should be put on the Committee in order 
to look after the interests of the Char- 
tered Company and Mr. Rhodes. — His 
speech was a clever piece of rhetoric. He 
abused his opponents, and somewhat 
twisted his facets. [“Oh, oh!”] I do 
not wish to say anything displeasing 
to hon. Members opposite—he stated 
his facts as he wished the House to 
understand them. He came forward 
as an injured innocent, and bitterly 
complained of the persecution he had 
to undergo. When I[ was placed on 
the Committee, while I had a very strong 
opinion as to Mr. Rhodes and_ his policy, 
I had no idea of any sort or kind that 
the Colonial Oftice had been connected 
with what had taken place in South 
Africa any more than I thought the right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
was a consenting party. But when I sat 
on the Committee, circumstances came 
out which shook my confidence in the 
Colonial Office not being mixed up more or 
less. I did not sign the majority Repors, 
I had a Report to myself, and in that 
Report [ said I did not consider that the 
evidence submitted to the Committee 
proved that the Colonial Secretary had 
been privy to what had taken place ; but 
at the same time I regretted that the 
Committee had not probed the matter to 
the bottom. The first question was 
whether Mr. Harris—-Mr. Rhodes’s agent 

had stated to the Colonial Secretary or 
anyone at the Colonial Office even down 


to the humblest clerk —that there was 
any object in obtaining the — strip 
of land other than for the purpose 
of a railroad ; that there was another 
object, and that was it was to be 
used as a “jumping off” ground for 
the purposes of the raid. Mr. Harris 


stated it was for the railroad, but in an 
indirect manner that it was to be used in 


‘any direction, to maintain order and to 
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protect the people of Johannesburg. Mr. 
Fairtield is dead, and the Colonial 
Secretary denies that, and I do not 
attach the slightest importance to what 
Mr. Harris said; but what I attach 
importance to is the fact that the Colonial 
Secretary, Lord  Selborne, and = Mr. 
Harris all agreed that the following 
conversation had taken place 

“Dr. HARRIS: I could tell you something 
in contidence. 

~ Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not want to hear 
any confidential information. [ am here in 
an official capacity. | can only hear informa- 
tion of which [ can inake official use.” 
I was very much surprised at that state- 
ment, because Mr. Harris having stated 
that, I should have thought that the 
Colonial Secretary would have _ said, 
“Something is being concealed from me,” 
and that before he consented to hand over 
this land he would have insisted on 
knowing, not in confidence, what Mr. 
Harris wished to tell him. With regard 
to the telegrams, if the telegrams are true 
no one could doubt but what there was 
knowledge and approval of the raid by 
the Colonial Secretary ; there is no room 
for misconception. But the only thing 
against that is that there had heen a pre- 
arrangement between Mr. Rhodes and his 
agents that theyshould vamp up telegrams 
showing that the Colonial Secretary was 
aware of the raid, and that those tele- 
grams should he shown to the people in 
order to work up enthusiasm. There is 
some improbability in the hypothesis, 
hecause in every telegram it is taken that 
the Colonial Secretary knew of the raid, 
even to little details. There was no other 
mode at that time of conveying informa- 
tion to Mr. Rhodes, and Mr. Rhodes 
Was staking everything on Dr. Jameson's 
valour. He would naturally want to know 
what the Colonial Oftice’s attitude would 
he on the subject. There was no separate 
telegram to tell him what it was, and these 
were secret telegrams between him and 
his agents, and at the time they were sent 
it was never supposed that any of them 
would come out. [rejected that evidence 
hecause the witnesses admitted that they 
had been deceiving Lord Rosmead and 
other people, and in the face of the denial 
of the Colonial Secretary it was impossible 
to connect him with such a matter. The 
telegrams were not obtained because 
notice had not been given to the German 
Cable Company through which they had 
been sent, owing to the other cable having 
broken down at the time. There was 
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considerable discussion in order to obtain 
them, and in the end I asked the Colonial 
Secretary whether he would use his in- 
fluence with Mr. Rhodes in order to obtain 
these telegrams, but he said he would not 
do so. TI could not conceive why he should 
refuse, but he said he had no influence 
with Mr. Rhodes. He had very great 
influence with Mr. Rhodes ; he had that 
gentleman’s fate in his hands. He could 
have done away with the charter at any 
time, and he had _ sufficient influence to 
obtain the removal of Mr. Rhodes and 
Mr. Beit from the directorate of the 
company. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I refused 
absolutely to use any influence whatever. 
The hon. Gentleman says that in conse- 
quence of my influence these gentlemen 
were withdrawn from the beard of the 
company. They tendered their resigna- 
tions. The Chartered Company asked for 
my advice, and [ refused absolutely to 
interfere. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: The right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary has 
already stated in regard to the letters, 
published, of Mr. Fairfield that they were 
written by his instructions, and he 
accepted the responsibility for them. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Hear, hear! 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: | thought the 


right hon. Gentleman when he made that 
statement had forgotten those letters ; in 
one of which he called upon these gentle- 
men to withdraw, and in the other he 
said nothing would be done with the 
charter pending judicial proceedings. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I shall be 
very happy to give the hon. Member the 
explanation he seems to desire. I have 
already explained that the understanding 
was that these resignations would be 
accepted. If they were accepted, then 
the Chartered Company separated them- 
selves from Mr. Rhodes and Mr. Beit, 
with whom it was impossible to deal until 
their conduct had been inquired into. _ If, 
on the contrary, they had established a 
solidarity between themselves and Mr. 
Rhodes and Mr. Beit, who were known, 
by the telegrams which had been recently 
published, to be connected with the raid, 
then, of course, they would have accepted 
responsibility for the raid, and in that 
case | wished to have my hands entirely 
free to come to the House of Commons 
and make any proposal I thought right. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE: I quite accept 


the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. He has been good enough to put 
clearly in a few words what I desired to 
siy. On May 21 Mr. Hawksley was a 
witness before the Committee, and 
he then admitted that he had 
copies of these telegrams. He was 
asked to produce them, and asked for 
time to consider it. On 26th May he 
refused to produce them, and he was in- 
formed the Committee would consider 
what course to take. On 28th May Mr. 
Hawksley was called, and informed that 
he would be reported to the House, but 
on Ist June the Committee decided not to 
report him. That was most remarkable, 
and neither my hon. friend behind me nor 
myself can be said to have concurred in 
that decision, because we did everything 
we could to have him reported. Another 
remarkable thing was that, in the middle 
of the examination of Mr. Hawksley, who 
Was an extremely communicative witness, 
Mr, Justice Bigham, then a member of the 
Committee, and the hon. Member for 
Stroud, protested against the examination 
being continued, and said we ought not to 
continue it until it was decided what we 
were going to do with regard to his re- 
fusal to produce the telegrams. On Ist 
June, after it had been decided not to 
report Mr. Hawksley, I moved that he be 
recalled, but I was outvoted by the Com- 
mittee, and the examination was not re- 
sumed, Now when a witness is called 
before a Committee every member of the 
Committee has a right to examine him 
wid ask what questions he pleases. — I 
knew that retused before, 
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never right 

Int in consequence of that deci- 
sion IT was prevented from asking 
certain questions which I desired. 
There was no mystery at all in the 
matter. What happened was this: ob- 


struction was rampant on the Committee. 
All the lawyers on the Conservative and 
Unionist side were perpetually putting 
forward petty nisi pris police court 
objections to questions, and we could not 
make headway against them. It was 
felt hy a good many Liberals that if that 
went on the session would come to a 
close and there would be no Report. As 
my right hon. friend the Member for 
West Monmouth said, there was not the 
slightest idea of the Committee being 
reappointed, and as they wanted that 
there should be a Report, their only chance 
Was not to press the issue against the 
Colonial Secretary. I want to know what 
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quid pro quo they got for that. T have: 
some idea that there was an understanding 
that if they did not press these matters 
against the Colonial Secretary, on the other: 
hand the obstruction would not take 
place. I have heard also that there was a 
sort of understanding, not only that there: 
should be a Report about Mr. Rhodes, but 
that the views of the right hon. Mem- 
ber for West Monmouth in regard to the 
strictures that were to be made against 
Mr. Rhodes should be accepted. Whether 
that is the fact or not I do not know. 
These Liberal Gentlemen thought they 
could not kill two hares, but they were 
determined to kill one. [I was not 
consulted, but I quite admit that 
there was a good deal to be said on that 
side of the question. If I had been con- 
sulted [ should have disagreed, because | 
consider that the essential of that Com- 
mittee was that there should be no evasion 
of any sort of investigation into the rela- 
tions of the Colonial Office with the 
raiders or the conspiracy for the Jameson 
raid, It was obvious that Mr. Kruger 
had his suspicions with regard to the raid, 
and had there been any sort of shirking 
of the Committee then Mr. Kruger’s sus- 
picions might have been roused and difh- 
culties might have arisen. [t turned out 
that I was entirely right. There have 
been many new facts in regard to this. I 
have already alluded to the fact of the 
astounding speech in which the right 
hon. the Colonial Secretary gave a cer- 


tificate of honour to Mr. Rhodes. Then 
there was an interview with Mr. 
Hawksley on July 15th, in which he 


is reported to have said that the 
“Committee implied that Mr. Rhodes in 
this was deceiving his subordinates, and acting 
without reasonable grounds. Mr. Hawksley 
said he was astonished to read this allegation, 
for there were members of the Committee who 
knew as wellas he did that this condemnation 
of Mr. Rhodes was unmerited.” 
That is a direct accusation by Mr. 
Hawksley, the Solicitor of the Chartered 
Company, that certain members of the 
Committee committed one of the most 
atrocious crimes ; that knowing perfectly 
well that Mr. Rhodes was not guilty of 
the charges made against him they 
declared him guilty. And yet, to my 
surprise, the Colonial Secretary took no 
action in the matter. That roused my 
suspicion. Again, what further awoke 
my suspicion was that Mr. Rhodes was 
not punished. Why was he not punished? 
He remains a Privy Councillor. Another 
thing I have never yet understood is why 
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the Colonial Secretary has persistently light upon the subject under inquiry, 


refused to produce what is called the 
“* Hawksley correspondence ” 
letters which passed in June between the 
‘Colonial Secretary and Mr. Hawksley. 
Mr. Hawksley has practically told us that 
he considered if that correspondence were 
published it would seriously compromise 
the Colonial Secretary. If it would not, 
why, in the name of goodness, does the 
right hon. Gentleman not produce it ! 
We have asked him over and over again, 
and he prefers to remain under that accu- 
sation, These are the reasons we con- 
sider—without any insinuation and with- 
out any innuendo —in the interest of the 


- certain | 


country, for the honour and the good | 


name of the country, and the good name 
of the right hon. Gentleman himself, we 
ought to have further inquiry. If you 
refuse that inquiry, well and good. We 
have done owr duty, and we shall leave 
the country to judge between you and us. 
*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) : This question has been brought 
up on two grounds, with neither of 
which am | in sympathy. — First let 
me deal with the innuendoes thrown 
out against my right hon. friend the 
Colonial Secretary. My right hon. friend 
has declared upon his oath, and upon 


what, in my judgment, is of far more | 


importance than any oath —on his honour 
asa Member of this House, that he has 
no knowledge of the transactions that 
have been made the ground of these 
innuendoes. The other ground took the 
shape of a violent personal attack on Mr. 
Rhodes. That also is not a matter into 
which I shall go. I would venture, how- 
ever, to ask hon. Gentlemen on both sides 
of the House to approach this subject 
from the House of Commons standpoint. 
The House of Commons appointed a Com- 
mittee, but it was selected in a very 
had way and in a manner which could 
not have been more caleulated — to 
ensure a breakdown, for it — pos- 
sessed no elements of a judicial char- 
acter about its composition, It set to 
work in a most leisurely way, and never 
appears to have thought about giving pre- 
liminary instructions as to the production 
of telegrams and important documents 
until too late to ensure their preservation. 
According to the hon. Member for 
Northampton one of the most important 
telegraph companies was not even com- 


municated with until everything was 
destroyed which could have thrown 


Mr. Lahouchere. 


This Committee met only twice a 
week, and, composed as it was largely of 
busy Members of the House, who ought 
never to have been put on it at all, it was 
ditticult to continue its labours with effect. 
I should have thought that this House, 
desiring to obtain the information re- 
quired, would have appointed a Com- 
mittee possessing judicial attributes, 
limited in numbers, and which should 
have sat div in diem. My object in re- 
ferring to this is that we ought now to 
consider whether, our Committee having 
been defied and refused the information 
which it desired, we ought to allow our- 
selves to sit down under that defiance. 
I venture to say that the House of Com- 
mons has not been in the habit of allow- 
ing itself to be flouted. The course, | 
think, which this House should have 
adopted was to confess frankly that it 
had been disappointed with the action of 
the Committee. I am not going to deny 
that I shall vote in favour of fuller inquiry 
largely on the ground that I have no 
confidence in the former Committee. — | 
venture to say that the Committee con 
ducted the inquiry in a manner that has 
brought the House itself into discredit ; 
and the best thing the House can 
do is to place this inquiry — into 
other hands, who will conduct it 
to a legitimate end. Without, therefore, 
casting any aspersion on any person, least 
of all on my right hon. friend who, in his 
conclusive speech, showed that there was 
no shadow of foundation for any of the 
charges made against him, I venture to 
say that everyone of us is bound to con- 
sider the eredit of this House, and that 
we should be justified in selecting another 
tribunal for carrying on this inquiry right 
through-—-not allowing anybody to hold 
back anything, but insisting on the truth 
heing known. In that way we shall 
restore confidence in this House, and go a 
long way towards removing the very just 


| suspicions which have beenso mucharoused 


throughout this country and the world. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : It is not my intention 
to occupy the time of the House for any 
long space. I wish principally to address 
myself to the subject from the point of 
view of a member of this much-maligned 
Committee. In fact, I believe that if by 
some misfortune the twelve o'clock rule 
had been suspended, we should have sat 
on here to all hours in the morning 
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listening to a succession of speeches by all | 


the members of that Committee. Another 


thing which strikes me as odd is that I do | 
not think I have heard anyone saya good , 


word of the Committee except the mem- 
hers of it themselves. I will endeavour to 
explain to the House, at any rate, how 
innocent, as it appears to me, was the 


general action and conduct of the 
Committee. Let me in the first place 
dispose of a surmise, a report, a 


suspicion which we heard of at the time, 


and which has even bubbled up occasionally | 


in the debate to-night—a suspicion that 
among the members of the Committee 
there was something known, that some 


widerstanding had been communicated to | 


them, some arrangement come to, which 
influenced their action. I can only say 
for myself-—and I am also sure every 
other member of the Committee will say 
it, though I am not obliged to speak for 
them-—that I heard nothing, | was told 
nothing, I did not hear of anyone else 
hearing anything or being told anything. 
There was no bargaining, no communica- 
tion, or understanding, or arrangement 
trom beginning to end. The matter was 
a perfectly simple one. What occurred 
was simply this. These telegrams were 
demanded of Mr. Hawksley, and he re- 
fused to produce them, not because of any 
wiwillingness of his own, but because he 
had not received the authority of his 
principal. His principal at the Cape re- 
fused to give him authority. Let the 
House consider the position in whieh the 
Committee found itself. It was getting 
on towards the end of the session. We 
might have reported a case to the House, 
as my hon. friend the Member for North- 
ampton thinks we ought to have done ; 
Int then there would have been a little 
delav, and Mr. Hawksley would have 
heen brought to the bar of the House. 
The usual proceeding would have been 
gone through—a_ proceeding which is not 


always very dignified or very — suc- 
cessful. and which in this case would 
have been almost farcial, because 


undoubtedly Mr. Hawksley would have 
persevered in this controversy, and all 
you could do would be to send him to the 
Clock Tower, where he would have re- 
mained until the end of the session, which 
was not distant. That punishment of Mr. 
Hawksley would not have been great, and 


after all you would have been punishing | 


the wrong man, because it was not Mr. 
Hawksley but Mr. Rhodes who was at 
fault. Then it was said that we should 
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have called home Mr. Rhodes. You may 
call Mr. Rhodes from South Africa, but 
will Mr. Rhodes come? I do not know 
if there is a proper means of exercising 
the authority of a Committee of the House 
of Commons to extract an unwilling 
personage from South Africa, but if there 
is it would at least have taken a consider- 
able time to do so, and either of those 
courses, or both combined, would have 
prevented the Committee from reporting 
during that session. Now, it was vitally 
important that the Committee should re- 
port without further delay, important for 
the peace of South Africa, to satisfy the 
public mind there as well as here, and for 
the vindication of the position of the 
country in the world. Wetherefore, had 
all these ditticulties before us if we were 
to proceed to enforce the production of 
the telegrams. But, after all, what were 
the telegrams, and were we so very sure 
that they would be worth the trouble of 
enforcing their production, when we got 
them? It so happened that we had an 
opportunity of testing this matter. We 
were able to obtain certain telegrams of 
an exactly similar kind to the refused 
telegrams, and those were the telegrams 


known as the Miss Flora’ Shaw 
telegrams. They could be taken as 
a fair example of what the other 
telegrams would be. When the Miss 


Flora Shaw telegrams were examined, | 
am bound to say they did not contain 
anything—I will not say there was 
nothing of a mysterious and odd appear- 
ance in them, but they contained nothing: 
which was not capable of being ex- 
plained in some kind of satisfactory way 
by a clever witness. There was nothing 
in them on whicha good face could not be 
put, and there was nothing which consti- 
tutedanythinglikeadirect caseagainstany- 
one connected with the Imperial company. 
That being so, I confess, as a member of the 
Committee, that I had to balance in 
my mind the advantages and disadvan- 
tages, and I thought on the whole—and 
[ still think —that with the then existing 
knowledge we were perfectly justified in 
taking the course we did. But there was 
something more than the telegrams, and 
to that my hon. friend the Member for 
Northampton has referred; there was 
the examination of Mr. Hawksley. He 
was examined as to a series of communi- 
cations which he had with the Colonial 
Office. There, again, let the House put 
itself in the position of the members of 
the Committee. We had heard so much 
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of extraordinary disclosures that were 
to be made, and when the disclosures 
were put to the touch they were generally 
found to be of very small value. I was 
not then so well aware as I am now from 
things which have come out since of the 
nature and extent of the transactions and 
communications that might have passed 
hetween Mr. Hawksley and the Colonial 
‘Office. If I were asked to say which I 
thought was the more important and the 
more likely to throw light on the events of 
those times, I should give the preference to 
the letters passing between Mr. Hawksley 
and the Colonial Office over the telegrams. 
I do not think that the public would be 
in the least enlightened if we were to get 
access to the latter. But as I say, we had 
no direct knowledge then —-not so much 
as now-—of what they might contain, and 
in the meantime we had to proceed with 
the business of the committee. Mr. 
Hawksley had undoubtedly flouted the 
Committee and flouted Parliament, and it 
would have been rather an extraordinary 
thing in the circumstances to have recalled 
him, and to have proceeded with the ex- 
unination of this contumacious person as 
if nothing had happened. Those were 
the perfectly simple and. straightforward 
reasons Which governed the Committee in 
deciding that there should be no further 
examination of Mr. Hawksley. I have 
stated plainly and without ambiguity 
what I recollect of the circumstances of 
the case ; but I think the House will see 
that matters do not now stand exactly as 
they stood then, Let me say at once 
that if this was a question of some alleged 
misconduct of a Minister some years ago 

a mere breach of duty on his part or of 
his Department which had not been 
adequately looked into —-I should think 
it hardly worth the while of the House of 
Commons to reopen an old controversy or 
an old quarrel. But this is a much more 
serious matter. It is not the conduct of 
the right hon. Gentleman individually 
that is concerned. It is the estimate 
formed by the world at large, and by our 
neighbours in South Africa, and by our 
own people, of the character of British 
Ministers, of British Governments, of the 
British Parliament, and of the British 
people. Undoubtedly this inquiry was 
an inconclusive inquiry. A very few 
days after it had ended we had a debate 
in this House, and I voted with my hon. 
friends near me for an Amendment to the 
effect that we regretted the inconclusive 
nature of the inquiry. Sir, there has been 


Sir I. Campbell-Bannerman, 
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engendered over this matter, by all the 
circumstances which have oceurred, a 
degree of suspicion which is eminently 
injurious to our country ; and I am bound 
to say that if anyone has reason to be 
surprised, or ground to complain, that a 
motion of this kind is brought forward, it 
certainly is not the Colonial Secretary, 
because it is the Colonial Secretary's 
strange conduct which has to a large extent 
encouraged and fanned the very feeling 
of suspicion and uneasiness which exists. 
[am not going to go over the history of 
his coming to the House and throwing his 
egis over Mr. Rhodes after the Report of 
the Committee condemning Mr. Rhodes’s 
conduct. The right hon. Gentleman to- 
night explained that he merely said that 
Mr. Rhodes had done nothing inconsistent 
with the conduct of a man of hononr, 
hecause he did not consider him guilty of 
what he had been accused—-namely, sordid 
and selfish aims and purposes. That is 
not the question, and that, [ venture to 
say, is not the question with which the 
right hon. Gentleman was dealing when 
he made his speech. He says that anyone 
who enters into revolutionary methods 
and joins a conspiracy must be expected 
to tell falsehoods. That may be so; and 
that may be, as far as it goes, an exctise 
in the case of a private individual. But 
this is not the case of a private person ; it is 
the case of the Prime Minister of a colony. 
of a public servant who is hound to do his 
duty to those with whose ‘affairs he is 
charged ; and it is towards them, and not 
towards the other country in which he is 
fomenting a revolution, that he exhibits 
falsehood and treachery. Surely — the 
right hon. Gentleman never intended to 
imply that conduct such as that was 
consistent with even a decent standard of 
honour. And can we wonder that the 
extraordinary exculpation of Mr. Rhodes 
by the Colonial Secretary obliterated the 
exculpation of the Colonial Secretary by 
the Committee, and left doubts and 
suspicions as to the relations «f the 
Colonial Oftice with the conspirators in 
South Africa worse than they were ? Can 
we wonder that it made the Report seem 
to the world only a great imposture and 
hypocrisy? [ will not go into them, but 
there are the other cases. There is the 
fact of the appointment of Sir Graham 
Bower after the Report. The right hon. 
Gentleman, in answer to a question 
yesterday, stated that Sir Graham Bower 
had suffered by being for some months out 
of Her Majesty’s service. Yes, just for 
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those months which were necessary to 
allow public attention to divert itself, and 
to allow the incident to drop out of the 
public mind. When everybody had their 
back turned Sir Graham Bower was re- 
warded for the conduct he had followed 
in regard to these matters. It is the 
right hon, Gentleman who by his subse- 
quent action has given permanence and 
force to a suspicion that might well have 
died away, thereby causing growing 
uneasiness among his countrymen and the 
necessity for maintaining, in spite of these 
occurrences, the good name of our country. 
The right hon. Gentleman made a speech 
to-night in which he left many points in 
that most remarkable speech of my hon. 
and learned friend the Member for Mid 
Glamorgan unanswered and untouched. 
He was vehement in his speech, but | 
doubt if it was the sort of speech, how- 
ever natural it was on the part of the 
right hon. Gentleman, at all likely to 
lessen the suspicion that exists. That 
such a suspicion exists throughout the 
world [do not think anyone will deny. 
We talk of foreign opinion. [An hon. 
Member laughed.| Some Gentlemen 
laugh at foreign opinion, We know that 
there are foreign Governments who may 
he swayed by their own interests or led 
astray by the necessities of diplomatic 
exigency. There is the press of foreign 
countries, and [I myself attach little im- 
portance to opinions of the press, which may 
be actuated by all sorts of motives. But 
what I do look at is the opinion of culti- 
vated, intelligent, educated men, and I 
say, without fear of contradiction, that 
in the opinion of such men throughout 
Europe the character of this country has 
not come quite clean out of transactions 
connected with the Jameson raid. There 
may be those who do not like to think 
this, and I do not like to think it myself, 
but IT know it is true that an ugly twist 
has been given by it to feelings, senti- 
ments, and prejudices in South Africa. 
What a relief it would for us 
to wipe out the slur on our good 
faith—a slur which rests not only 
on the original suspicion, but — on 
the idea that Parliament has not 
altogether been sincere in the effort to 
ascertain and disclose the whole truth. 


be 


What a relief would it be to show to the 
world what it does not now believe, that, 
Government and people, we have no part 
in the iniquitous folly of 1895, and that, 
Government and people, we are alike 
anxious and determined that all the truth 
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Why are not. the full 
facts made known! In whose interest is 
concealment! That is the test wise 
people will apply. Ci bono? In whose 
interest does it apply that there should 
be any remnant of concealment? If you 
huddle up the matter, if vou stand on 
rules of Parliamentary precedent, and 
propriety, you increase suspicion in the 
world that there is something to conceal. 
I venture to make an appeal to the 
Government — yes, after the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman, which [ can per- 
fectly understand him making — it comes 
naturally from him —but surely the 
Government will see in the position in 
which we find ourselves, in the interests of 
goodwill and a good understanding in 
South Africa, and = on much higher 
grounds, in the interest of publie lite and 
of the public name, that even now an in- 
quiry into the matter should be made. 
THE FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 
E.): The Gentlemen who from the other 
side of the House have addressed them- 
selves to the question now before us may, 
L think, be divided into two 
those who frankly and openly come for- 
ward and say they think the work of the 
Committee was badly performed and that 
it did not give the verdict they desired : 
they looked to it to condemn my right 
hon. frend near me, and inasmuch as the 
Committee failed in that primary duty 


shall be known. 


Classes — 


the verdict must be revised: and, on 
the other hand, hon. and — right 
hon. Gentlemen who were members. of 


that Committee, and who in speaking in 
this House have not made up their minds 
whether they are defendants or accusers, 
whether they are threatened with an 
indictment to which they have but a poor 
reply, or whether they are themselves 
joing in the attack upon my right hon. 
friend, but who are prepared apparently 
to go into the lobby with those who in 
their speeches have not concealed their 
contempt for the procedure pursued by 
those right hon. Gentlemen or their mis- 
trust of the motives by which they were 
actuated, or at all events of the pro- 
cedure they followed. It is not my Jusi- 
ness to defend the proceedings of the 
Committee. [ have a much | franker 
sympathy with the party attack made by 
hon. Gentlemen upon my right hon. 
friend ; that was open, it was perfectly 
candid, there was no concealment about 
it. They meant to go for an individual, 
and they went for him, and they did not 
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huddle up their design under any of the 
excuses which have figured so largely in 


the speeches of the two right hon. Gentle- | 


men and others who have spoken on the 


other side. Let me deal first, in the very | 
few moments that are left to me, very | 


briefly with the personal attack which has 


been made on my right hon. friend. [am | 


aware that that personal attack has 
been deliberately repudiated by almost 
every speaker on the other side of the 
House, but I do not think they believed 
in their own repudiation ; | am quite sure 
the House did not believe in their repu- 
diation, and I am even more certain that 
the country will not believe in it. [ will 
give a perfectly conclusive proof of the fact 
that that repudiation was, after all, 
merely a rhetorical artifice. What is the 
motion put before the House to-night / 
It is for a new inquiry. It is only, there- 
fore, in relation to a new inquiry that 
any argument is relevant. And yet at 
least half, or at any rate a very large 
fraction, of the speeches both of the 
mover and the seconder and of the right 
hon. Member for West Monmouth, who 
followed my right hon. friend, and of the 
Leader of the Opposition, who has just 
sat down, was devoted to a speech of 
the Colonial Secretary in relation to Mr. 
Rhodes, out of which it is impossible to 
extract by any ingenuity any ground for 
a new inquiry into the circumstances of 
the raid. My right hon. friend might 
have been guilty of all that is said 
against him in relation to that speech— 
for my part I can certainly say that | do 
hot associate myself with those charges 

he might have defended a man in- 
capable of defence, he might have used 
epithets about that man which ought not 
to have been used-—-is that a ground for a 
new inquiry? Is a Select Committee 
again to be appointed by this House, 
is that Select Committee to sit for six 
months, is it to examine witness after 
witness, because my right hon. friend 
made three vears ago a speech, not replied 
to at the time, which does not happen to 
suit the rhetorical palate of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite! If anything would show 
how hollow are the arguments urged for 
this new Committee, if any argument 
were required to show that a personal 
motive, and a personal motive alone, lies 
at the root of this attack, it would he the 
fact that so much of the speeches of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite has been devoted to 
a topie which by universal confession can 
supply no motive whatever for so im- 
portant a change of policy as a retrial by 
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| this House of a subject which has already 
‘been tried at great length by a Com- 
/mittee of extraordinary importance, and 
‘drawn with absolute impartiality from 
both sides of the House. 


Sik JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): What about the nominees 
of the Chartered Company ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What about 
the nominees of the Chartered Company ? 
Does the hon. Member realise the ordi. 
nary practice which regulates the forma- 
tion of Committees in this House? No 
doubt there were gentlemen on that 
Committee who had thoroughly made up 
their minds upon one side of the subject. 
I do not doubt it. Is it denied that there 
were members of that Committee on the 
other side who had notoriously, publicly, 
openly, in their own papers and in their 
own speeches, declared their opinion upon 
the other side ? And is it the hon. Gentle- 
man’s idea of fairness that to constitute 
a Committee you should appoint those 
only who have declared their opinions 
on one side and exclude absolutely 
those who have declared their opinions on 
the other side? [An Hon. Member : 
On neither side.} Quite so: a very good 
plan, not the plan commonly adopted by 
this House, but, in my opinion, a very 
good plan and the plan recommended by 
my right hon. friend the Colonial Seere- 
tary. That was what he desired, what 
he recommended, what he wished to see 
carried into effect ; and his wish was only 
foiled by the deliberate desire, which I do 
not complain of, of the leaders of the 
Opposition to see the common Parlia- 
mentary practice carried out by which all 
the interests concerned on one side and 
on the other are equally represented on a 
Committee which triesthem. ‘That may 
be a bad plan——I think in this case it was 
a bad plan—-but it was not a plan for 
which the Government were responsible, 
and it was not a plan which hon. Gentle- 
men oppisite can criticise us for not 
having earried into effect. I do not inter 
fere in this debate as a member of the 
Committee, because [ did not belong to 
the Committee, but rather to give my 
opinion, because it is of great importance 
that the House should not start so serious 
a precedent as that which we are now 
recommended to start on the present 
occasion —by which, three or four years 
after a case is thoroughly thrashed out. 
[Several Hon. MEMBERS: No, no!] On 
this point | do not wish to enter into 
controversy. I will withdraw the word 
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“thoroughly ” and say, after a case has 
been discussed for six months —in a 
Parliamentary Committee, after the Com- 
mittee has reported, and after the Mem- 
hers both of the Government and the 
Opposition have agreed to the Report of 
that Committee, the question should he 
retried. We have often had discussions 
in this House as to whether you should 
have a court of criminal appeal against 
a verdict of guilty ; but the hon, Gentle- 
man Opposite wants to start a court of 
appeal against a verdict of acquittal, 
hoping against hope, that whatever the 
verdict may be it may settle a controversy 
which was not settled by an equally con 
stituted Committee three vears ago. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I feel, Sir, | am 
entitled to sav why | have brought  for- 
ward this motion on the present occasion, 

Mr. SPEAKER: Phe hon. Member is 
not entitled to make another speech, 
Does the hon. Member wish to correct a 
misstatement 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Yes, Sir. LT have 
brought forward this motion now because 
it is the first opportunity [have had in 
the ballot to hring it forward. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have 
doubt that the hon. Member has, 
[897, been assiduously balloting Tuesday 
after Tuesday in order to find an oppor- 
tunityof attackingmy right hon. friend, but 
Lam afraid success has come to him too 
late. | not referring to the hon. 
Member, but to the House itself, and I say 
that for this House, having appointed a 
Committee with the consent and approval 
of the Opposition, whose general —pro- 
ceedings were managed by the Opposition, 
to re-open the whole question now, with 
the same machinery, would be to 
make our whole Parliamentary procedure 
afaree. My right hon. friend who spoke 
last but one said that he was disappointed 
with the procedure of the Committee, 
but when some hon. Gentleman or right 
hon, Gentleman is disappointed with the 
procedure of a Committee of this House 
are we to go through the whole ceremony 


ho 


since 


Was 


again—-to reappoint the Committee and 
examine witnesses in order that the 
disappointment may be mitigated or 


removed 7 That brings me to the real 
and important question, which is whether 
the result of the new Committee, 
if appointed, would have the excellent 
effect sosanguinely anticipated by right hon. 
and hon. Gentlemen. Theright hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth told 
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the House that he believed every word 
uttered by my right hon. friend the 
Colonial Secretary on the subject, and 
that he had no suspicion of my right hon. 
friend’s conduet in connection with this 


affair—-he aecepted his word absolutely. 
His solitary desire was to get rid of 


certain misconceptions which had fastened 
themselves upen the mind of this country, 
and which had influenced publie opinion 
and the press abroad. | think the right 
hon. Gentleman and those who tollowed 
him in the same line have paid very little 
attention to that important branch — of 
pohtical study known as the * natural 
history of a hie.” If you start a calumny, 
and if it is sedulously tostered by those 
who are interested in its propagation, do 
you think that the simple machinery of a 
Parliamentary Committee is to 
bring it to an end. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon 
shire, Eifion): Suppression of inquiry will 
not bring it to an end. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, of 
but the question is whether another 
Committee sitting for six months will 
bring it toan end. A Committee sat for 


six months, of which several distinguished 


ory! or 
gong 


COUrSse 


not ; 


gentlemen on the other side were mem- 
They had the fullest opportunits 
of cross-examining the witnesses called 
before the Committee. They had control 
of the whole inquiry. They examined 


1 
pers. 


and cross-examined whom they liked. 
What has been the result? It has not 
killed calumny against my right hon. 
friend. Are we to suppose that a fresh 


inquiry started under the same auspices, 
and carried on with the same machinery, 
would have a more favourable effect 
There was the fullest machinery, and it 
did not result in the suppression — of 
various falsehoodse Why a new Com- 
mittee should be more fortunate in its 
ultimate result [am unable to see. The 
Leader of the Opposition and the right 
hon. Member for West Monmouth 
say this is a question of European im- 
portance ; it appears Europe at large is 
interested in it ; Europe at large is pant- 
ing for the truth ; Ewope at large is not 
satistied with the inquiry which — sat 
for six months, and Europe at large 
would be satistied with a fresh enquiry. 
We in this country have, unfortunately, 
been accustomed to our statesmen being 
misrepresented by foreign opinion and 
the foreign press, but this is the first 
time I have ever heard it suggested that 


2A 





695 Inquiry into 


the English House of Commons, in order 
to clew British statesmen in the eves of 
the foreign press, should appoint such a 
Committee as that asked for. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman is referring to anything I said, 
but I particularly said that [ did not 
attach any importance to the press. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will sub- 
stitute foreign opinion for foreign press, 
which I suppose represents foreign 
opinion. Then the right hon. Gentleman 
desires a Committee of the House of 
Commons to rehabilitate British statesmen 
in. foreign opinion. | think we may 
look back to the memory of English 
statesmen who were perpetually calumni- 
ated abroad as a sufficient ground for 
rejecting such a course. Pitt and 
Palmerston were attacked in the bitterest 
manner abroad: no calumny was too 
hitter to urge against them, but T never 
heard the appointment of a Committee of 
this House suggested in’ order that 
Continental opinion should be converted 
upon the subject of gentlemen whose 
character is as dear to us as the character 
of the statesmen of Continental countries 
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personal attack. I do not think my right 
hon. friend need have anything to fear from 
it. In my opinion those who have 
turned this weapon against him have mis- 
understood the temper of the people of 
this country. If there is anything caleu- 
lated to turn an enemy into a friend, to 
turn a cool observer into an ardent sup- 
porter, to make an ardent supporter even 
more firm in his adherence to any British 
statesman, it is the feeling that that 
statesman is being unfairly attacked, that 
his political enemies are taking advantage 
of the situation to stab him in the back. 
If I have a good wish to give to my right 
hon. friend in the course of his political 
career it is that he may many times have 
such opponents as on the present ocea- 
sion, that he may have many times to 


-undergo such attacks as to-night. But I 


can assure him there is nothing which 
will more secure his position in the eyes 
of his friends, followers, and supporters 
than the consciousness that he has 
heen made the victim of such calumnious 
assaults as he has been made the victim 
of on the present occasion. 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Aves, 152 ; Noes, 
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Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson. Rt. Hn. Col kdw..J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe. W illiaim Kdward 'T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (2nfr'w) 
Sidebotham. J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Singlair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomiuts 

Smith, Abel H. (Christehureh) 
Smith. James P. (Lanarks 
Smith. Hon. W. FP. DD. (Strand 
Stanley, Edward!.J. (Somerset) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M*Tageart 
Stock. Jlaines Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthm 

Strutt. Hon. Charles Hedley 
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1 Ordered, 


referred all 
with 2] 
the Kitchen 


REFRESHMENT 
that 


appointed to control the arrangements Toi 


the Department 
attending this House. 


TOO 


the House. 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot. Rt. Hn. G (Oxf niv 
Thorburn, Sir? Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest * 
Usborne, Thomas 
Verney, Hon. Richard Greville 
Vineent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward. Hon. Robert A.( Crewe 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E 
Welby, Lt. Col. A.CLE.(Ta’nt’n 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E.( Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Alvernon 
W illianis, Joseph a Birm ) 
Willox, Sir Johu Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, W. TH. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse. Rt. Hn BOR. Bath 
Wortley. Rt. Hon.C.B.Stuart 
Wyndham, George’ 
Wryvill, Marmaduke D (rey 
Yerbureh. Robert Arnistrong 
Young, Commander Berks, E 
Younger, William 
PELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruthe 


KITCHEN AND 
LOOMS). 


COMMONS 


omimittec 


Select ( 


- > : = eee - , . 
md Refreshment Rooms i 


t of the Serjean 


i 


at Arms 


and prepare abstracts of the same, in such 
form and manner as shall ap 

best suited to convey to t 
requisite information respecting their con 
tents, : nel do report the same trom time 
to time to the House ; that the 
reports of the Committee do set forth the 


1 Sarna tier sagt Petition 
number Of sighatures to each eution 


pear to them 
: 
! 


1 House all 


and 


only in to those signatures t 
which addresses are aflixed: and that 
such Commitee have power to direct the 
printing in ertenso ot such Petitions, or of 
such parts ot Petitions, as shall appear to 
- and that such Committee have 


respect 


require it ( 
power to report their opinion and obser 
vations thereupon to the House. 

The Committee was accordingly nomi- 
nated of -—Mr. E. Barry, Mr. Biddulph, 
Mr. Brymer, Sir Thomas Carmichael, 
Colonel Cotton-Jodrell, Sir Charles Dal 
rymple, Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, Mr. 
Herbert Lewis, Sir Henry Meysey- 
Thompson, Mr. Charles Morley, Mr. T. P. 
O'Connor, Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Mr. 


Tollemache, and Mr. Henry J. Wilson. 
Ordered, That three he the quortun, 
(Sir William Walrond.) 





Ordered, that the Committee do con 
sist of seventeen Members. 

The Committee was 
nated of, —Mir. James Bailey, Mr. Broad 
hurst, Mr. Richard Cavendish, Mr. Thomas 
Curran, Mr. Dalziel, Sir Horatio Davies, 
Mr. Duncombe, Major General Golds 
worthy, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Kearley, Mr. 
Lafone. Colonel Lockwood. Mr. Macdona, 
Mr. Nicol, Mr. Pierpoint, Mr. P. J. Power, 
and Mar. William Redmond. 

Ordered, That the Committee have power 
to send for persons, papers, and records. 

Ordered, That three be the quorum. 
(Sir William Walrond.) 

Sin WILFRID LAWSON (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth): Might I ask the Govern 
ment whether the Committee intend again 
this session to bring ina Bill with refe- 
rence to the sale of drink in this. House ? 

Sin WILLIAM WALROND (Devon 
shire, Tiverton): The hon. Member had 
better wait until the Committee meets. 


aly) ly 
ACCOPOLITS 


nomi 


Adjourned at a quarter after 


Twelve of the clock. 
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COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 21st February, 1900. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
BEDFORD GAS BILL. 


CHAREING CROSS AND STRAND ELEC- 
TRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 


COLONIAL BANK BILL. 
GRANTHAM GAS BILL. 
GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 


LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


(21 FEBR 
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DEVONPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
Report [20th February] from the 

Select Committee on Standing Orders 

| read. 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Kearley and Mr. E. J. C. Morton. 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 

| Report [20th February] from the 
‘Select Committee on Standing Orders 
read. 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
T. M. Healy, Mr. Harrington, and Mr. 
| William Johnston. 


SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 
[20th February] from 


Report the 


LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 2) Select Committee on Standing Orders 


BILL. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN RAILWAY 
AND CANAL COMPANY BILL. 


NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER BILL. 


REDHILL GAS BILL. 
RUGELEY GAS BILL. 
ST. ALBANS WATER BILL. 
SOUTHPORT WATER BILL. 
WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
Read a second time and committed. 


HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND 
WISHAW TRAMWAYS BILL. 


“For incorporating and conferring 


powers on the Hamilton, Motherwell, and 
Wishaw Tramways Company ; and for 
other purposes, ” 
he read a second time. 
WELLINGBOROUGH AND DISTRICT 
TRAMROADS BILL. 

“To empower the British Electric 
‘Traction Company, Limited, to construct 
tramroads in the county of Northampton ; 
aud for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


AIRDRIE AND COATBRIDGE TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


Report [20th February] from the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders 
read. 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
John Wilson (Falkirk) and Mr. Colville. 
VOL. LXXIX. [Fourru Series.) | 


read the first time; to | 


| read. 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Henry Forster and Mr. James Bailey. 


PETITIONS. 





CENSUS (GREAT BRITAIN) BILL. 

Petition of General Assembly of the 
Church of Scotland, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

GOVERNMENT PROPERTY 

EMPTION FROM RATES). 

Petitions from Paddington, for altera- 

tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


(EX- 


LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF 
SALE) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
| Petition from Edinburgh and Leith, 


against ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES’ OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Hyde ; 
|Ham; Old Swindon: Farnham; South 
‘Shields ; Ledbury; Ilford; and Staines 
(two) ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Shawcross : 
Blackburn; Morley Main; Allhallows ; 
Heanor; Loscoe; Tong; Churwell ; 
Furness; Broxtowe; Hyde; Darwen : 
and Woodside Collieries; to lie upon 


the Table. 


PERSHAD, MADHO. 
Petition of Madho Pershad for redress 
of grievances ; to lie upon the Table. 


2B 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Ipswich, in favour ; to! 


lie upon the Table. 


OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Blackburn ; 
Colne (four) ; Clitheroe ; and Rotherham ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 


BILL. 
Petitions in favour, trom Newbridge : 
and Aberearn ; to lie upon the Table. 


TOWN COUNCIL (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Denny ; and 


Stewarton ; to lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION ACTS, 1867 TO 1895. 
Petition from Blackburn, for alteration 
ot Law; to lie upon the Table. 
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(STATEMENT EXPLANATORY 

OF ESTIMATES). 

Copy presented, of Statement of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty explanatory 
of the Navy Estimates, 1900-1 [hy 
‘ Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


NAVY 


LUNACY BOARD (SCOTLAND) SALA. 
RIES AND CLERKS BILL, 
Order for Second Reading To-morrow, 

read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Comittee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, W.R., 
Thirsk, in the Chair. } 
Clause 1: 
Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.) moved, 
* That the Chairman do report progress, 
and ask leave to sit again,” but the Chair 
man being of opinion that the motion 
was an abuse of the rules of the House, 
declined to propose the Question there- 


RETULNS, 


CONTEMPT OF COURT 


(PERSONS COMMITTED). 
Return (presented 19th February) to 


[ No. 67. | 


he printed. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Right Hon. Jolin 
jalfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex ) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Caldwell, James 

Cavendish, V. C. W. ( Derbys.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chamberlain, Rt Ho J (Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore'r 
Coaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, iit. Hon. Jesse 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgo’) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


REPORTS, ETC. 


(IRELAND) 


Noes, 23. 


AYES. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William T. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Emmott, Alfred 
Faber, George Denison 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon Ailwyn E. 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, J. Lioyd 
(ioddard, Daniel Ford 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goulding, Edward Altred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
(ireville, Hon. Ronald 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Horaby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 
Hozier, Hon. J. H.C. 
Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 


The Committee divided : 
(Division List No. 30.) 


upon to the Committee. 
Question put, * That Clause | stand 
part of the Bill.” : 


Ayes, 149; 


Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kenyon, -James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kinloch, SirJohn(corgeSinyth 
Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-(enera] 
Lawrence,SirE, Durning-(Corn 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Leng, Sir John 

Llewelyn SirDillwyn-(Swans.) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Luecas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Kenna, Reyinald 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mellor, Rt. Hon.J.W.( Yorks. } 
Meysey-Tbhouipson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Milward, Colonel Vietor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Rt. J. (Shropshire) 
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Morgan, Hn. F.(Monm’thsh. | 
Morrell, George Herbert | 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | 
Myers, Willian Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
ONeill, Hn. Robert Torrens 
rr-Ewing, Charles Lindsey 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington,R.(Lanes.,Newton) 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Blake, Edward 

(ondon, Thomas Joseph 
(‘rean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Dillon, John 


Clauses 2 and 3 agreed to. 


Bill reported, without amendment ; to 
he read the third time To-morrow. 


EVICTED TENANTS (IREL 


[SECOND READING 


Order for Second Reading 


Mr. CREAN (Queen's County, Ossory) : 
Jn asking the House to read this Bill a 
second time I know I am called on to 
produce new facets to show why the House 
should deal with the measure differently 
now from the way in which it dealt with 
it on the last oceasion when it was con- | 
I believe I can giv 
facts, and prove conclusively that none of 
the reasons assigned for rejecting the Bitl 
The evicted | 
tenants in Ireland, so long as any of them 
are alive, will be to the members of the 
party to which I belong always a question 


sidered. 


last year can now apply. 


of burning interest. 


their case before the House. 


ing state of things be continued, though I | 
hope it will not, I can promise hon. Mem- 
hers that while we may not be in this 
House, whoever shall sit on these benches | 


representing the Irish nation, 


is this question, and so much does it affect 





AND) 
| 


In season and out of ' 
season, year in and year out, whenever 
we had the opportunity we have brought 


{21 FeBruARY 1960} 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richard, Henry Charles 


| Richardson, J. (Durham, 8. E.) 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’! | 


Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 


Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


| Rutherford, John 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) | 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,Rt. Hon. Col. Ed. J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton 


| Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Strachey, Edward 


NOES. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Engledew, Charles John 


. Farrell, Jas. P. (Cavan, W.) 


Farrell, Thos. J. (Kerry, 8.) 


| Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Macaleese, Daniel 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thoraton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene 

Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Tau’t'n 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh,N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. HonE.R. (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—NSir 
Willian Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
tedmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
tedmond, William (Clare) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tully, Jasper 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 
Mr. Kilbride. 


the interests of the community at large, 


House. 


they will be compelled, whether they will 
jor not, to bring the matter before the 
It is scarcely necessary for me 


to say that we here are deeply interested 


BILL. | 


in this measure, and it 
‘duty to press it on the Government, and, 


is our bounden 


if possible, secure its passing into law. 


read. 


Under the old circumstances, when this 


sill was brought forward, it was always 


asserted by 


me. 


but there is 
e those new 


If the exist- | 


dressed. | 


so burning 


2B2 


its opponents that the 


| measure Was one to relieve the responsi- 
bility that rested on the shoulders of 
myself and of my hon. friends around 
Whether that charge was right or 
wrong there is no use now in discussing, 


use in dealing with the 


question of evictions, and I hope to deal 
with it in a spirit that will not raise in 
the breasts of my opponents any feeling 
other than that of sympathy with the 
men who are the present victims. 
justice or injustice of any cause can be 
| viewed from two sides ; 
sides to every question. 
ticular question we on this side believe 
that our view is the correct one, that our 
case is the just and right case, and that 
therefore the grievance should he re- 
know that it 
that the organisation concerned was an 
illegal one, that the men were not justified 
in rebelling against the oppression under 
which they suffered. 


The 


there are two 
In this par- 


is contended 


Those are mere 


TOT Evicted Ti nants 


assertions, and those who advance them 
should give definite proof before they can 
he accepted as facts. Up to the present 
no such proof has been forthcoming. It 
is equally necessary for us to prove the 
justice of our case, if we wish to convince 
this House that the question should be 
dealt with as we desire. | believe it is 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham who stated that 
if we had had no Land League we would 
have had no land reform. If we had 
had no plan of campaign we would not 
have had the seven or eight Bills passed 


since 1881, not by the Liberal Govern- , 


ment, but by Governments of the same 
views as the one at present in office. 
They have had to pass Bills more radical 
and more searching in their effects on the 
land question than were ever passed by a 
Liberal Government. It is the Government 
now in office who pessed an Act breaking 
what they considered to be the sacred 
hond of leases, breaking the agreements 
on both sides between landlord and 
tenant. It was this particular land war, 
in which the present unfortunate victims 


were the strongest fighters, that sueceeded | 


in wringing from this House such reforms, 


This in itself should be sufficient proof to | 


convinee the House that there was some 
justice at the root of the agitation. You 


have reduced the rents by 25 per cent., and | 


often by more. There is not a single 
tenant in Ireland who has not received 
some reduction of his rent in consequence 
of the Land Acts which have been passed 
through this House, mainly in conse- 
quence of that agitation. So long as the 
tenants were peaceable and contented, so 
long did the majority of the landlords 
squeeze out the last cent possible in rent, 
and when a tenant was evicted another 
was obtained to take his place. ‘The only 
men who could hold their own for any 
length of time were those who had rela- 
tives whom they could send to the 
colonies to earn money which was remitted 
home to enrich the landlords. That is 


past history, and I do not raise these | 
points in any contentious spirit, but as a | 
conclusive proof that the land war was , 


justified by the exorbitant rents. The 


Bill which I propose for second reading | 


to-day is simple in its construction. It 
does not introduce much novelty into the 
legislation of this House. The first clause 
is the famous 13th Clause of the Act of 
1891, as amended by the Act of 1896. 


The Act of 1891 gave six months in | 


Mr. Crean, 
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which to apply to the Land Commission, 
while the Act of 1896 gave twelve, 


,and this Bill has adopted the latter 


period. In connection with that there is 
no occasion to argue, because the principle 
has already been adopted by the Goyern- 
ment in a previous measure, and T see no 
reason why it should not be applied now. 
The second clause is also more or less 
non-contentious, because it has been 
embodied in many Acts. | might say 
that though many of our Bills dealing with 
evicted tenants have been rejected, one 
particular Bill, that of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member tor Moutrose in 
1894, did get the assent of this House, 
but was defeated in another place. — If 
that Bill had been allowed to pass there 
would have been very little difficulty in 
dealing with this question to-day. The 
second clause of my Bill enables the 
present Land Commission to act as arbi 
trators in a case between landlord and 
tenant. It will be open for them to 
apply either jointly or separately to have 
a case tried. At first blush this would 
convey to the House that this was a com 
pulsory clause, and that it was unfair to 
the landlord. Inasense it is compulsory. 
but the compulsion rests not on the 
tenant, not on the landlord, but on a 
special Commission appointed by — the 
Government of the day. The Govern- 
ment will not say that the Land Commis 
sion will deal unfairly with the landlords. 
We have always contended that the 
majority of the members of the Land 


~ Commission were rather untriendly to the 


tenants: but, notwithstanding this fact, 
we are willing, in order to get these 
unfortunate men back in their holdings, 
to allow the question to rest in the hands 
of the Land Commission. Clauses 3 and 
4 really deal with questions of money. 
We do not appeal to the ‘Treasury 

we should have no right in our Bill 

for funds directly out of the pockets of 
the British taxpayers; we appeal dis- 
tinctly to a fund which is particularly 
Irish. I notice that in connection with 
this fund there is legislation foreshadowed, 
giving a certain proportion of it to the 
landlords. If the Government can fore 
shadow legislation giving the landlords a 
certain amount of money out of this fund 
as compensation for losses they have sus 


| tained through reductions in their rents. 


I think we are equally justified in appeal- 
ing to the fair play of the House to give 


the evicted tenants a chance of getting 
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back on fair terms into their holdings. | Evicted Tenants Restoration Committee. 


Why do I say we have a greater claim to 
a portion of this fund than have the land- 
lords? It would be very hard for the 
Government to prove that the landlords 
had suffered any injustice by their rents 


being reduced froman impossible standard. | 


If the old rent was a just one, manifestly 
the Government have done wrong in re- 
ducing it, but the fact that by the action of 
this Government, which is a Government 
friendly to the landlords, rents were re- 
duced, proves without further argument 
that those rents were unjust, and the re- 
ductions absolutely necessary. Therefore, 
no injustice was done. No person in the 
universe can question the rise and fall of 
markets. A man may gain twenty per 
cent. on certain goods to-day, but on those 
same goods, if he held over till tomorrow, 
he may lose twenty per cent. It is so in 
all trading communities, and I do not see 
why landlords should be made an exeep- 
tion to the general rule. If their land 
twenty years ago was worth twenty-five 
per cent. more than it is to-day, who is to 
dlame for that? Legislation 
great deal to sav to it, because it gave 
Free Trade to our country when we did 
not need it and did not want it. 
were then imported that we were pre- 
viously able to produce and sell at a fair 
price, but which we cannot now sell at a 
fair price. In a therefore, the 
value of the land went down. On whose 
shoulders should that loss fall’ Surely 
not on those of the unfortunate tenant. 
In past times, when this subject was 
dealt with by the House, recriminatory 
speeches were made on both sides, and 
probably there were causes then for 
those violent speeches. The heat of the 
agitation was on, but since then things 
have cooled down. The reasons for not 
accepting the Bill then were two-fold. 
First, that hon. Members here were 
seeking to shift the load from their 


has a 


Goods 


sense, 


own shoulders on to the shoulders 
of the Government; and, secondly, 
that this was a political issue, 


and so long as it remained a_ political 
issue it could only be dealt with by the 
House as such. It is no longer a political 
issue, You have at present a committee 
sitting in Dublin taken from the ranks of 
all seetions of Irishmen, political and non- 
political. You have a right hon. Member 
sitting on the front bench opposite a 
member of this committee ; the right hon. 
Member for South Dublin belongs to the 


| This 





. 


not the old Evicted Tenants 
Committee, which had to deal simply with 


1s 


the maintenance of those tenants who 
were put out on the roadsides with 
no visible means of support. So long 
as the question remained in the 
political arena, with the fight being 
waged around it, there was no hope 
of a final settlement in this House. 


But the matter has been taken out of that 
arena. Hon. Members on this side of the 
House have no longer the responsibility 
of dealing with the question from the 
standpoint of a final settlement. We still 
assume the right, and we claim that right, 
to deal with these wounded soldiers of the 
land war, and to give them any assistance 
in our power. But the question before 
the House is not the question of the sup- 
port ot these tenants, but the question ot 
their reinstatement. The committee to 
which I have referred has taken charge of 
this matter, and sueceeded in doing some 
very good work in settling some of the 
most difficult cases. You have the Pon- 
sonby tenants, the Clangory tenants, and 
the Massarene tenants all settled. Is it 
too much to ask, when reasonable land 
lords are dealing with this question, on 
the application and on the gentle pressure 
of gentlemen like Lord Plunket, his 
Eminence Cardinal Logue, and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Dublin, that the Government should 
assist by providing a means whereby 
unreasonable landlords should in- 
duced act in the same way! 
if reasonable landlords have considered 
it time to heal this wound, | think the 
Government, if they will not accept this 
Bill, should at least do something them- 
selyes to. compel unreasonable landlords 
like Lord Clanricarde—who could not 
get a single hon. Member to defend him 
in this House—to treat with their evicted 
tenants. No hon. Member had the hardi- 
hood to stand up in this House to defend 
Lord Clanricarde’s treatment of — his 
tenants, and why should not the Govern- 
ment employ compulsion against such a 
landlord as that? Your contention is that 
you are killing Home Rule by kindness. 
This is not a Home Rule question, but 
if you try to kill Home Rule by giving 


he 


to 


relief to the evicted tenants we will 
not object. We will fight you still, 
but we do not want to make 
victims such as the evicted tenants 


We are 


stepping stones to Home Rule. 
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capable of dealing with that question on | perfectly well aware that these 


its merits, and it is only on its merits we 
ever expect to pass it through this House. 
But the evicted tenants question is en- 
tirely apart from Home Rule. While we 
were walking on the road to Home Rule 
we tried to obtain benetits for the 
labourer and the farmer from this House. 
There is no reason why a party of Mem- 


bers should not advocate a dozen different ; 


cases at the same time, but that is no 
reason Why one Bill should be hinged on 
to another from which it differs. We 
never hinged Home Rule on the Evicted 
Tenants Bill. Hon. Members opposite 
Say that we used these men as a means to 
anend, 1 deny that. We wish to sepa- 
rate them entirely from all other political 
questions. We are perfectly well aware that 
this Bill will meet the fate of its pre- 
decessors. We propose it with the full 
knowledge that if it is not favourably 
received by the Government it will be 
rejected, The Government can defy 
Irish Members both on this side and the 
other— if it were possible to combine 
them. All we ask is justice, and I think 
your own acts entitle us to it from your 
hands. The Liberal Government recog- 
nised that they had a right to do justice 
to the wounded soldiers of the land war 
by the Bill of 1894, and even the present 
Government brought in a Bill which 
gave those evicted tenants the right, not 
however without the sanction of the land- 
lord, to go back. Your Bill failed in 
getting the majority of those men back 
in their holdings, and I maintain you are 
now justified in going a step further, as 
the landlords have been given every oppor- 
tunity of settling this question themselves. 
The question is not settled. Who is to 
blame’ Is the tenant? TL hold not, 
because every evicted tenant is most 
anxious to get back to his holding. — It is 
not the reasonable landlords, because 
they have allowed the dead past to bury 
its dead, and by gentle pressure and ina 
reasonable spirit they have reinstated 
their evicted tenants, who will prove the 
hest tenants they ever had. The block 
in the way is the unreasonable landlord. 
The Bill which | propose deals with 
certain grants to the evicted tenants from 
the Irish Chureh Fund. — It provides that 
asum not exceeding £100 shall be given 
to each reinstated tenant to enable him 
to repair his house if it is dilapidated, 
and to provide seed and other 


requisites for the farm. We = are 
Mr. Crean, 


tenants would need more money, and in 
last year’s Bill a total sum of £250,000 
was proposed. This Bill only asks for 
£100,000, and for two reasons. In the 
first place the number of tenants re- 
instated has reduced materially the 


, demand on the amount, and secondly the 


Evicted Tenants Committee, on which all 
shades of politics are represented, will be 
able to supplement the grant from the 
Irish Church Fund, and will make it 
possible for the tenants to go back undet 
such conditions as will enable them to 
work their farms satisfactorily as regards 
the payment of rent and their own sup- 
port. The subscribers to the Evicted 
Tenants Fund are not confined to any 
class ; they include landlords as well 
tenants. I noticed in — yesterday's 
newspapers that a meeting in sup- 
port of the fund was held in the 
County Kildare, at which two letters 
were read. One was from the high 
sheriff of the county, enclosing a subscrip- 
tion. He denounced the Plan of Cam 
paign, and still believes it to have been 
immoral, and he stated that if it were in 
force he would not contribute a cent to 
the fund. Another landlord, Mr. Cooke 
Trench, also contributed a sum of £5 to 
the county fund, although he had already 
contributed to the central fund in Dublin 
for general purposes. He had no sym- 
pathy with the land agitation. [will 
— his own words 

‘1 strenuously opposed the conspiracy as 
ae as it had a leg to stand upon, and should 
dlo so again, but there is no reason when the 
tight is over why I should not try to lessen 


the evils of the sufferers just as I would help 
a wounded Boer ou the field of battle.” 


Here is a letter from Mr. George 
Wolff, the high sheriff of the county 

“1 think everybody must see the advan 
tave of treating this long open wound by 
any available means, more especially as the 
question has now been removed from the 
political arena. 


I commend these two Unionist landlords 
to the other landlords in Ireland, and I 
hope that bygones will be bygones, and 
that the dispute will be settled once for 
all. I hold it is in the power of this 
House to settle it now. Indeed, it is in 
duty bound to do so. L know the charge 
has been made over and over again 


‘that these men struck, not against 


exorbitant rents, not because they were 
not able to pay theirrents, but because they 
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belonged to a political organisation. Take 
it as granted they did. 

unions in this country. 
grievance existed in a particular work- 


shop or factory, and that a_ particular 


workman was victimised, is it unusual to 
see all the men walk out? Why do they 
do it? Because one man’s case to-day 
may be another man’s case to-morrow. 
[f a landlord victimises one tenant to-day, 
he may victimise another to-morrow, and 
the tenants for self-preservation were 
hound to combine. Most of these tenants 
were willing to risk their all, and left 
their comfortable farms, although they 
were able to pay their rents, in order to 
stand by their less fortunate brothers 
who were evicted because they were 
unable to pay the heavy rents asked from 
them. I hold that these men have a 
stronger case for reinstatement than the 
men evicted because they could not pay 
the rent demanded from them. It was a 
self-sacrificing act, animated by a generous 
spirit, that self-same spirit which the 
Government are now trying to engender 
in the people when they ask for volun- 
teers for South Africa. To give some 
idea of the impossible rents demanded 
| will quote from a local Irish newspaper 
an announcement of the sale of his interest 
in his holding by one of these planter 
tenants. The rent which he was supposed 
to pay was £45 15s., and the notice of 
sale said that. there had been a voluntary 
abatement of 58 per cent. [ venture: to 
say that if the old tenant could have sue- 
ceeded in getting an abatement of 58 per 
cent. there would have been no sale of 
that holding to-day. What the planter 
tenant was really selling was the interest 
of the evicted tenant. Are the Goyern- 
ment justified in allowing such transac- 
tions as that? It is in their power, and 
their power only, to stop them, and to 
take away one of the grievances which we 
have on this side of the House. The 
Government would be doing one of those 
acts of kindness which brought them into 
power in the present Parliament, and by 
which they hoped to kill Home Rule. Let 
the Government do us this one of these 
kindnesses, and any other kindness in 
addition. We will gladly accept them, and 
never protest against them. I regret very 
much for the right hon, Gentleman’s sake, 
as well as for the sake of the Bill which | 
usk to be read a second time, that the 
Chief Secretary is not in his place to-day. 
[ hope that the right hon. Gentleman who 
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| will speak for him will not prove himself the 
politieal retrogrator of the House. I trust 
that a ray of sunshine will be cast on this 
‘particular Bill to«lay, and if the right 
hon. Gentleman does not accept it, that 
‘he will leave some impression on the 
House and on the unfortunate tenants out- 
side the House, that there are some germs 
of generosity and sympathy in the brain 
of the men who hold the reins of govern 
ment in their hands. [ know it is only 
with the goodwill and sanction of the 
present Government that we can get this 
Bill; but if it should not pass they may 
always expect that, year in and year out, 
in season and out of season, the Trish 
Members will be necessitated to bring the 
case of the evicted tenants before the 
House until their just claims are satisfied. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” -(M/r. Crean.) 


CoLoNeEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): The hon. Member who has just sat 
down appears to think that opposition to 
this Bill is to be found among the land 
lord class in Ireland, because in his idea 
the Bill may be supposed to be injurious 
to them. I do not see how this Bill in 
terferes with the landlords. From the 
latter part of the hon. Gentleman's speech 
one would imagine that the Bill dealt with 
rent. It does not deal with rent; it specially 
deals with the Irish tenants, and not with 


the Trish landlords. Anyone reading 
the Bill must be struck by its great 
extent. Every tenant, according to the 


Bill, who has been evicted since 1879 to 
the present day is to have the power of 
getting himself reinstated in his holding. 
I would have thought that the hon. 
Member would have given some estimate 
of the number of tenants who had been 
evicted in Ireland since 1879, in 
order that the House might have 
some idea of the magnitude and scope 
of the Bill. I imagine that between 
1879 and 1900 probably 30,000 or 
40,000 Irish tenants have been evicted 
And during these — twenty — years 
their farms have been filled up by other 
tenants. The hon. Member says that he 
brought in this Bill with the idea of 
restoring peace to Ireland. I oppose it 
for exactly the same reason, because | 
believe that if passed it would do any- 
‘thing but conduce to the peace of Lreland. 
| Let the House imagine for s moment 
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what the result would be if the Bill 
passed into law. At a very moderate 
estimate the 30,000 planter tenants, with 
their families, numbering in all 180,000 
men, women, and children, would have a 
sword of Damocles hanging over their 
head. They would none of them know at 
what moment the old tenants or their 
heirs or representatives might suddenly 
appear from America, Australia, and the 
ends of the earth, and say to the present 
tenant, “1 guess you will have to leave 
this farm; it is mine, and | am coming 
in.” Do you think there would be peace 
between the 30,000 or 40,000 tenants 
who now occupy the farms and the 
evicted tenants and their heirs and 
representatives? To evict something 
like 30.000 or 40,000 is anew 
way of creating peace in Treland. 
I cannot conceive a more execrable Bill. 
Most of the tenants for whom the hon. 
Gentleman speaks were evicted because 
they would not pay their rent ; they were 
evicted under the Plan of Campaign. He 
now proposes that they should be re 
instated and tenants who have occupied 
the farms for ten or eleven years should 
be dispossessed whether they like or not. 
In order to do that the hon. Gentleman 
proposes to get money from the Irish 
Church. [t is a most remarkable sugges- 
tion that money derived from the  spolia- 
tion of the Protestant Church of Ireland 
should he devoted— first of all to the 
eviction of Protestant tenants. -because in 
nearly all cases the evieted tenants have 
been replaced by Protestants--and to 
replace them by Roman Catholic tenants 
who were evicted because they refused to 
pay rent. So far as the Bill is concerned 
it does not require much examination. 
It is called by two names: in the first 
part it is called the Evicted Tenants Bill, 
and at the end the Lrish Land Bill, 1900, 
I think and hope it will share the fate of 
many others of alike kind which have 
been brought before this House. The 
real question is what is the position of 
the tenants who excite the sympathy of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. I have no 
word to say against them, because 
in many cases they left their farms 
under compulsion. But the result is 
that vear after year measures have been 
brought in in this House for their relief, 
The House of Commons is not the 
authority to relieve these people. The 
persons who ought to relieve them are 
those who caused their ruin, and those are 


Colonel Saunderson. 
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the Gentlemen who forced them out of 
their farms. The hon. Gentleman does 
not suggest that they were forced out of 
their farms by the tyranny of their land- 
lords. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I do. 


COLONEL SAUNDERSON : The hon. 
Gentleman would assert anything. The 
Plan of Campaign started in 1885, and the 
rent of the lands from which the tenants 
were evicted was settled by the lJand 
court. In the majority of cases the tenants 
had not to leave because they were rack 
rented ; their evictions were in the main 
the result of action taken for political 
purposes by the hon. Member for Kast 
Mayo. The leaders of the Pian of Cam 
paign movement in their endeavour to 
get rid of the landlords chose an estate 
where they thought they would best sue 
ceed, and naturally under those circum 
stances looked about for an encumbered 
estate, and when they found one thought 
it was a good thing to bring the landlord 
to his knees, and, having got rid of him, 
get rid of the authority of Grest Britain 
altogether. Among others they selected 
the Smith-Barry estate, the Clanricarde 
estate, and the Ponsonby estate. They 
had two plans for persuading a man 
to vacate his farm, one _ being 
to advise him that the road he 
had to take was a pleasant one, and 
the other, that if he did not take the 
way he was told he must look out tor 
squalls. Agents were employed to per 
suade these men, and the Plan of Cam- 
paign naturally selected the men they 
thought best fitted for their purposes. 
The principal man so employed was the 
chancellor of the exchequer to the Plan 
of Campaign, Mr. T. P. Gill. He was 
chancellor of the exchequer to the Plan 
of Campaign when the hon. Member for 
East Mayo went to gaol. 


Mr. DILLON: One of the times. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : Yes : 
during one of the times that the hon. 
Member went to gaol for something or 
other Mr. Gill was a very important 
man. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) * 
On a point of order. — [s_ it in order for 
the hon. Gentleman to make an attack 
upon an absent man simply because he 
has received an appointment ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is entitled incidentally to refer to the 
conduct of Mr. Gill in these transactions, 
in referring to the way in which the Plan 
of Campaign was carried out. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I was asking 
whether the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
would be entitled indirectly to make an 
attack on his appointment, because, if so, 
we surely should have a right of replying. 

*Mr. SPEAKER : Of course, if it is in 
order for one it is in order for another, 
Imt I thonght I had said the right hon. 
Gentleman would not be in order in pur- 
suing the topic except so far as it related 
to the eviction of the evicted tenants. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Without 
bringing in the name of Mr. Gull. 

CoLONEL SAUNDERSON: It is) im 
possible to mention any specific case on 
any of these estates without bringing in 


the name of Mr. Gill. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Why do 


you not attack the man from the front ! 
COLONEL SAUNDERSON: He was 
one of the men who started the Plan of 


Campaign which the courts of justice 
declared to be a criminal conspiracy. 


Hon. Members opposite do not agree 
with that, but is it not a record of mean 
and sordid conduct on the part of those 
who were at the head of the movement ? 
What we had to confront ten years ago 
we may have to confront again, and it is 
therefore most important that the House 
and the country should be reminded of 
what occurred in 1886 and 1897. T warn 
the Chief Seeretary that he may carry 
his policy of killing Home Rule by kind- 
hess too far, if he allows these things to 
go on unchecked and does not put them 
down with a strong hand. I have here 
an extract from a speech by Mr. Gill, in 
which he said, in regard to Lord Salis- 
hury’s veracity 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman is entitled to deal 
with the mode in which tenants were 
evicted, but for him to go out of his way 
to discuss the general conduct of Mr. T. 
P. Gill, and the speeches he made, hardly 
seems to be relevant to the Bill before 
the House. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : I. only 
wish to point out what Mr. Gill did and 
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how he acted in close alliance with the 
hon. Member for East Mayo ; and how he 
urged the tenants to keep up the fight 

the Flan of Campaign—valiantly. — In 
1889, referring to the approaching general 


election, he said, “The time is fast 
approaching when we will sweep 


those miserable wretches from power.” 
He further told his audience that it was 
patriotic to allow themselves to be turned 
out. The hon. Member for East Mayo 
used other means of persuasion ; he «id 
not take up the line of patriotism, but he 
declared that if a man broke down in the 
fight he would proclaim him by name on 
every platform. That was the threat used 
should a tenant refuse to go out under 
the Plan of Campaign. It meant that a 
man’s life would be made unhappy, that 
his cattle would be houghed, his ricks 
burned, and possibly himself injured, and 
an Irish farmer who lived in a thatched 
cottage in a wild district, knowing well 
the nature of these risks, thought it better 
to leave his holding than to place himself 
in opposition to the hon. Member for East 
Mayo and his friends. On a celebrated 
occasion the hon. Member for East Mayo 
said these men did not pay their rents, not 
because they could not, but because he 
ordered them not to do so, 


Mr. DILLON : That is not correct. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : The hon. 
Member said they did not pay because he 
told them not to, 


Mr. DILLON: I 


correct. 


COLONEL SAUNDERSON: The hon. 
Member said there were instances of un- 
fortunate men being put out of the farms 
on which they had lived on good terms 
with their landlords. He said they could 
pay, but did not because he told them 
not to. 


say that is not 


Mr. DILLON : I do not object to the 
right hon. and gallant Member quoting 
my speeches as often as he likes. They 
are very good speeches, but he has quoted 
this od What I did say was 
that IT could show men in Ireland who 
could have paid their rent, but were 
heroic and self-sacrificing, and refused to 
pay in order to protect their poorer 
neighbours. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : There is a 
speech made by the hon. Member in 


HAUS? 
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Kerry in 1887, in which he declared he 
could point to men who avowed they 
could pay, but refused to pay because 
they were in the Plan of Campaign. 


Mr. DILLON: Yes, my memory is 
pertectly correct. 


COLONEL SAUNDERSON: Yes, and 
the object of this Bill is to place these 
men back in their holdings. It is to put 
on the estates men who live in terror of 
the hon. Member, who may at some 
future time start a new Plan of Campaign. 
I think it is very unfair that Irish land- 
lords should be saddled with tenants who 
are absolutely at the beck and call of the 
hon. Member for East Mayo. I do not 
know what is the feeling of the hon. 
Member, but [I venture to say that if 
there is any man in Ireland whose con- 
science ought to be weighed down by the 
case of the evicted tenants it is the hon. 
Member himself. It is owing to him, and 
not to the Irish landlords, that all this 
suffering has taken place. And why! 
In order to carry out a_ political move- 
ment of which he hoped to he the leader. 
Hon. Members opposite talk of Trish 
landlords as evictors, but I venture to 
say there is not an Irish landlord who 
has so many evictions to answer for as the 
hou. Member himself. Irish tenants 
were persuaded to go out in this way. 
First they were told they would be all right, 
as the money, instead of falling into the 
pockets of the bloated landlords, would be 
placed inthe chest of the Planot Campaign. 
I suppose they hoped that some day they 
would get the benefit of the money. We 
are told) that at one place £70,000 
was collected by the hon. Member's 
chancellor of the exehequer--Mr. Gill 

the largest sum ever collected in the 
course of a year or two, What was done 
with it?) The landlords never had it, and 
Ido not think the tenants got it. The 
only man who can tell us is Mr. Gill. We 
ought to have some account of how these 
sums were expended. The hon, Member 
for East Mayo thoroughly understood how 
to work [rish tenants. The Plan of Cam- 
paign was worked out thoroughly well. 
On the 26th November the hon. Member 
made a speech at Ballyhaulnis, in which 
he said 

“ When we get an application for aid from 
any evicted tenant, we ask, (1) Are the people 
standing together ? (2) Is the fam boycotted ¢ 
And unless these questions are answered in 
the affirmative we refuse the aid. 


Cdonel Saunderson. 
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| So the unfortunate man who is evicted-not 
only has to camp out and look on the farm 
at which he used to live so happily in 
days gone by, but he is also turned into 
a sort of policeman by the hon. Member 
for Mayo and told that he shall not have 
a farthing of his own money back unless 
he undertakes that the incoming tenant 
is boycotted. In other words, if a man 
can show the hon. Member for East Mayo 
that he has killed a certain amount of 
cattle, or set fire to a roof 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I submit 
that that is transgressing the rules of 
debate in this House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Gentleman had not finished his sentence, 
but, so far as he has gone, he certainly 
appears to be going beyond the rules of 
dehate. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : I with- 
draw the association of the hon. Member 
for East Mayo with it. But I point 
out that these things were of very 
constant occurrence on boycotted farms ; 
and here we have the hor. Member 
for East Mayo saying that unless the 
farm was boycotted the evicted tenant 
should not be paid. These are not the 
sort of tenants we want to have back 
again. We do not want to have men 
who are liable to be influenced by 
threats to take a course which we 
believe destructive to the best interests 
of Ireland. Hon. Members opposite ask 
the House to do a great deal. What do 
they offer in return? Do they offer us 
peace? Do they offer us loyalty! Do 
they make any offer in order to induce 
the House of Commons to an act of great 
generosity? When the — expression 
“twenty years of resolute Government 
was first used thirteen years ago, no one 
would have believed that to-day Irish 
soldiers would show the way to English 
and Scotch soldiers in South Africa, that 
Irish Militia regiments would volunteer to 
go to the front, and that we should have 
in Ireland as peaceful a country as you 
can find in Europe. 

Mr. CREAN : Some of them are sons 
of evicted tenants. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
Beneficial legislation has intervened. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON : I do not 
understand Scotch. We have this peace, 
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and it will be the duty of the Government 
to maintain it. But [ find our old friend 
is started again. They have started a 
new plan of campaign called the “ United 
Irish League.” The inducement held 
out to the people to join it is the 
division of grass farms amongst the 
smaller farmers ; and the method adopted 
is to invite the holders of these farms to 
surrender them next May, irrespective of 
their own wishes and convenience. If any- 
thing is to come of that invitation, it must 
he enforced in the way the hon. Member 
for East Mayo so thoroughly under- 
stands. Ina speech the other day Major 
M‘Glynn said the United Trish League 
would unite the Irish people as they were 
in the days of the grand old Land League. 
The House, in considering this Bill, will 
have to remember that at the present 
moment hon. Members opposite and their 
friends in Treland are. starting a new 
agitation exactly on the old lines. Hon. 
Members opposite very naturally feel that 
the existence of these evicted tenants 
renders it infinitely more difficult than it 
otherwise would be for them to start an 
agitation of this kind. Each evicted 
tenant is a warning to the Irish people of 
the folly of following the advice of hon. 
Members opposite, and [| think the 
starting of a new Plan of Campaign will 
he difficult. [ oppose this Bill, and I 
move * That it be read this day six 
months,” I believe if it) was 
passed it would take away from before 
the eyes of the Irish people those sign- 
posts that hon. Gentlemen opposite have 
set up, which are inseribed in letters so 
large that they who run may read, “ This 
leads to ruin,” 


because 


sin JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.): 
| desire to second the motion for the 
rejection of the Bill, The Plan of Cam- 


paign has been compared to trade 
wnonism. But there is a material dif- 


ference between the two. A trade union, 
so far as | know, is an association of men 


for the mutual protection of their trade, | 


their skill, and their right to work. But 
the moment that trade unionism goes 


beyond that, and says to men, “ You may 
hot work, you may not accept any wages, 
you may not enter into employment, you 
may not sell your skill and labour in the 
hest market,” it becomes a failure. The 
essential quality of the Plan of Campaign 
Is to say toa man, “ We will not allow 
you to discharge the very initial duties 
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that society demands, and we will prevent 
any other man from taking the property 
from which vou are evicted.” The man 
who takes such a farm is called a 
“grabber,” and is boycotted. He is 
marked out for the special attention of 
the Plan of Campaign, and we who live in 
Ireland know, unfortunately, what that 
special attention is. I want to say a few 
words on the clauses of the Bill. , In 
order to restore an evicted tenant, you are 
obliged to commit an injustice on the man 
who has taken the land. Surely the House 
will pause before it will do such a thing. 
In order to get an evicted tenant restored 
to his holding you are obliged to commit 
another eviction -to evict a man who for 
twenty years had discharged his duty 
to society in the treatment of his land 
and the payment of his taxes and rent, 
and in all that belongs to a good citizen. 
You are called upon by this Bill to dis- 
lodge that man, although in the time he 
has been there the land may have become 
as dear to him as to the man previously 
evicted. You are face to face with the 
question of turning out a good, thrifty, 
honourable man, and restoring one who, 
has failed to discharge his duty, though 
admittedly by the mover of the Bill he 
| draw a line here 
between the two classes of tenants. 
There were those who were evicted 
because they were not able to pay their 
rent. You will find that at all times. 
One merchant may take a concern in a 
street, carry on his business, and discharge 
all his obligations. He passes away and 
another merchant takes the same coneern, 
hut it turns out a hopeless failure. Is it 
the concern or the tenant that is at fault / 
The first class of tenant is the man who 
was unable to pay, and that man deserves 
our most earnest sympathy.  [ will not 
vield to anyone in my sympathy for the 
tenants who are unable to make both 
ends meet, although they do their best. 
I know what farming is. I was reared 
onafarm. [ know also what high rents 
are, and I suppose if I could get this Bill 
dated back another thirty years [ could 
come under it as heir to an evicted tenant. 
As, however, it only goes back twenty-one 
years, | should not be able to have a share 
in the plunder. 


was able to do it. 


Mr. DILLON : Move an Amendment. 


Sin JAMES HASLETT: No. [ rejoice 
to see the land from which I was evicted 
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improved. I go and look at it ; I look at 
the trees upon which I carved my name, 
and at the stones on the land, every one 
of which I knew, but I do not grudge the 
man his success in carrying it on; I 
rejoice in that success and bear him no 
malice. But then there is the second 
class, who are to have a statue erected to 
them, the noblest of the noble, those who 
could pay their rent, but did not, because, 
as the hon. Member says, their poor 
neighbours would thereby be prejudiced. 
Is that a business question? [s one man 
in a street to dishonour his bills at the 
hank because a neighbour in whom he is 
deeply interested is likely to fail and 
cannot meet his! [| know what the state 
of things was. Men were called upon 
and obliged to pay their rent in’ the 
middle of the night for fear of a tyranny 
worse than death. If they did pay and 
discharged their obligations they were 
marked men of the Land League, and life 
was scarcely bearable. But the strangest 
part of this Bill is with regard to the 
funds. T suppose that part is based on 
the principle that the end justifies the 
means. We are asked to take from the 
Chureh Funds, which presumably are 
common to all Ireland, the sum of 
£100,000 and apply it to a circumscribed 
party in order, as | honestly believe, to 
relieve hon. Members opposite, who 
conscientiously feel that they are bound 
to keep these tenants from the workhouse 
and supply them with bread. The 
second clause of this Bill enacts that a 
former tenant of a holding may within 
twelve months apply in the prescribed 
manner to the Land Commission — to 
act as arbitrators. The Land Commis- 
sion deals exclusively with the ques- 
tion of rent as between landlord and 
tenant. There is no question of rent here. 
We should clearly keep before our minds 
the origin of this agitation. I have read 
very carefully everything that was uttered 
in connection with the Plan of Campaign 
onthe Smith-Barry estate. What was the 
head and front of Mr. Smith-Barry’s 
offending?! It was that he found an old 
man, beyond the allotted span of life, 
heing trodden upon and ground down by 
an institution, with nobody to help him. 
It was right for tenants and hon. Mem- 
hers to combine, but it was unmitigated 
sin and raseality for two landlords to do 
the same, and when Mr. Smith-Barry 
comes forward and says, ‘Il make com- 
mon cause with this poor man,” the Plan 
Sir James Haslett. 
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of Campaign is at once set in motion 
against him. It was declared that Mr. 
Smith-Barry himself was not to blame: 
there was no fault to be found with Mr. 
Smith-Barry except that he had taken the 
part of another landlord, and for that 
offence he must suffer. The monument 
of the hon. Members in connection with 
that Plan of Campaign is still to be found 
in ‘Tipperary. Business men were turned 
out of their houses if they did not join 
the Plan of Campaign ; their windows were 
smashed ; men were placed at the doors 
to prevent people entering the shop. | 
know what boycotting is. In business | 
have suffered from it. [ know what it 
is when you send a traveller to a town; 
vou have a messenger sent to the shop 
keepers to say they are not to buy 
anything of the man. Hon. Members 


succeeded in destroying Tipperary. | An 
IRISH NATIONALIST MEMBER: No: it 
was never better than it is now.| | 


visited it in its prime, and I visited it in 
its run. | speak from personal observa 
tion when | say they succeeded in 
destroying ‘Tipperary —[* No!”|-—one of 
the fairest towns in one of the best dis 
tricts in Ireland. The men in the town 
were willing to discharge their obligations 
and to pay their rent, but they were not 
allowed to carry on their business, being 
told that if they supplied goods to any 
man who was marked by the Plan of Cam 
paign, woe betide them ! Is that a business 
view to take? Is that likely to make 
Ireland more prosperous ! So far as the 
prosperity of the country is concerned, a 
number of children playing in the streets 
would not be guilty of such folly. Any 
man can pull down a house, but it takes 
a skilled man to build it up, and if Ivish- 
men and [rish patriots would exert them- 
selves to build up in Ireland as they have 
exerted themselves to pull down they 
would havea better prospect before them. 
With regard to the reinstatement of these 
tenants, Sub-section 3 of Clause 3 is in 
these words—— 

“Where a holding is in possession of a new 
tenant or other occupier when the order for 
reinstatement or sale is made, the court may 
award to such new tenant or occupier such 
sum, if any, by way of compensation for dis- 
turbance as seems just to them, and such sum 
may be paid out of the money of the Church 
Fund.” 


And with regard to the landlord they 
may award him a sum not exceeding two 
years rent against all costs, all expenses, 
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and all losses. The landlord may have 
had his land on his hands for twenty 
vears because of boycotting and the Plan 
of Campaign and the Land League ; but 
all he is to get two vears’ rent, 
whereas if the boycott had been with- 
drawn he could have let his land in the 
open market to good tenants, and had his 
property cultivated. Just a word with 
regard to the general bearing of this Bill, 
aud this [| foree home on the minds of 
Members of the House of Commons. The 
hon. Member who moved this Second 
Reading clearly stated that these men 
gave up their farms, went on the way- 
sides, and have lived in tents and hovels 
for the last twenty years, at the bidding 
ot the Land League, at the behest of hon. 
Members opposite ; that they have done it 
on principle, and for the sake of a prin- 
ciple— namely, that they should carry out 
the views of, and show their fealty to, the 
Land League. But he asks this House of 
Commons to abrogate all its rights as to 
principles, and to condone offences com- 
mitted in relation to principles held by 
hon. Members opposite. 


is 


Mr. 
What 


J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): 


about the war in South Africa ? 


(21 Fepruary 1900} 


sin JAMES HASLETT: We have | 
hal a war nearer home. When it 
comes to a debate on South Afriea 


| shall be willing to take my share in 
it, but in the meantime [ am speak- 
ing of the country in which IT have 
lived all my life, and of circumstances 





ws 
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ride every principle of common honesty 
in the discharge of common obligations. 
I do not wonder that these poor tenants 
look anxiously to hon. Gentlemen who 
have put them on the waysides. I can 
understand the feeling of the poor unfor- 
tunate man, within sight of his holding, 
seeing his children almost starving——not, 
in the majority of cases, because of his 
own inability to fulfil his obligations, but 
because he has become the slave and the 
tool of an organisation guided and sup- 
ported and manned by hon. Members 
opposite. This Bill seeks to reinstate 
men by a dishonest means, and to divert 
funds from an object for which they were 
intended to an object for which they 
were never intended. After all, these 
tenants are few in number. I believe 
that at present throughout the length 
and breadth of Ireland there are not 
2.500 farms vacant out of 600,000. This 
Bill seeks to drive out the struggling 
men who have paid their rent, and 
worked night and day to discharge 
their obligations, in order to reinstate 
men who have failed to discharge 
those obligations by becoming the children 
and playthings of an organisation which 
is distasteful to society and demoralising 
to the country. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(Colone/ Saunderson.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


with which I am thoroughly acquainted. | 


We have never had the Plan of Campaign | 


in the county in which I was reared ; we 
never had the necessity for it. The 
tenants have agitated for land reform. 
Perhaps the hon. Member is not aware that 
the first effort for land reform was by a 
County Down man_ before the hon. 
Member was born. I remember it  per- 
fectly myself. It was the first effort, but 
it was not the last. All of us enjoyed 
the privileges and benefits, but we never 
shot our landlords. We paid owr rent, 
hut we left our soil, and the place that 
Was as dear to us as life itself—I make no 
boast of it—-because of want of success. 


That was not the fault of the landlord. | 


It was because of the difticulties with 
regard to proximity and the extreme 
price of labour. Hon. Members ask that 
their principles should be supreme in the 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: TI do not 
think I would have intervened in this 


debate had it not been for the speech 
i delivered by the right hon. and gallant 
Member for North Armagh. The 
House is pretty well accustomed to the 
characteristic speeches of the right hon. 
and gallant Member, and asa rule they are 
redeemed to some extent by little flashes 
of humour, but it must be admitted that 
‘the paltry and rancorous character of the 
speech to-day was not redeemed by any 
humour at all, The right hon. and gallant 
| Gentleman commenced with a piece of 
| buffoonery. He drew an imaginative 
picture of 35,000 tenants coming from 
| America and the ends of the earth after 
| twenty years absence to evict the tenants 
'at present in possession. The right hon. 


'and gallant Member knows perfectly well 


House of Commons ; that we should over-| that that is a piece of unmitigated 





| 
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rubbish. The last speaker admitted that 
the number of people to whom this Bill 
could possibly apply is very limited. The 
last time this Bill was before the House 
the number was estimated at 600, and 
since then the number has considerably 
decreased. What was the right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman’s next performance ? 
On a Wednesday afternoon, when this 
Jand war is for the moment over, 
when there is peace in the country, 
and we want as reasonable — and 
sensible men to discuss in an amicable 
spirit a proposal of this kind, he intro- 
duces the question of Catholic and 
Protestant. He is not ashamed to come 
down to this House and say as a reason 
why this Bill should not be read a second 
time that the men who would be turned 
out are Protestants and the men who 
would be put in are Catholics. [ do not 
know whether that is true or not; I do 
not-believe it is; but, whether or not, is 
it not a contemptible thing, when we 
want to discuss a measure of this kind in 
a business-like way, that the right hon. and 
gallant Member should come down and 
try to introduce the old word * bigotry,” 
which has done so much to injure Ireland 
in the past, and to bring discredit and 
disgrace upon that particular corner of 
the country which he represents! He 
then goes back over speeches of the last 
fifteen years, and he takes the oppor- 
tunity of delivering, not a frontal attack, 
of which he is so fond of talking, but an 
indirect, paltry, and mean attack upon an 
absent man who has been appointed to an 
important position in Treland. | am not 
going to defend the appointment of Mr. 
Gill; it would, no doubt, be out of order 
to do so at this moment. But nobody in 
the House misunderstood what the right 
chon, and gallant) Gentleman was at. 
Nobody imagined for a moment that he 
was simply giving a passing and incidental 
illustration of his argument. For days 
past it has been openly boasted that the 
appointment would be indirectly attacked 
in the speech of the right hon, and gallant 
Member. That being so, I ask the 
indulgence of the House to — say 


just two sentences upon this matter, 


The appointment in question — has 
grown out of an Act of Parliament 
passed last year, which sprang from a 
united movement of all parties in Ireland, 
a movement called the Recess Committee, 
of which I was a member, and of which 
Irish Members of all sections of this 


Mr. John Redinond, 
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House were members. © Mr. Gill was 
honorary secretary to that Recess Com- 
mittee, and every Member will admit 
that he showed in the discharge of his 
duties an extraordinary grasp of his sub- 
ject and the widest possible knowledge. 
[ believe that to him is very largely due 
the successful issue of that committee. 
This appointment has given universal 
satisfaction to everybody interested, and 
if an appointment of this kind were to be 
indirectly attacked under cover of an 
argument against the Evicted Tenants 
Bill, and if this old word “ bigotry ” and 
political rancour were to be allowed to 
influence the Government in an appoint- 
ment of this sort, I, for one, who did 
everything he possibly could both inside 
and outside this House to promote that 
Agricultural Bill of last year, would 
despair of its success, and [ tell the right 
hon. Member for South Dublin that if this 
political rancour and religious bigotry are 
allowed by him to influence his mind in 
the management of this department he 
may say good-bye to all hope ef success, 
I will say no more on this point ; it is 
only by the indulgenee of the House | 
have been permitted to say so much ; but 
when I heard a mean attack made upon 
man who is a friend of mine, and who | 
believe is the best qualified man in 
Ireland for the position to which he 
has been appointed, [ could not refrain 
from saying this much in answer 
to the right hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man. What is his argument against this 
Bill 1 He says that because some of these 
tenants went out in consequence of the 
plan of campaign, and because of certain 
speeches which he quoted, nothing should 
he done for these men, That is not the 
position of the Government. — That 
cannot be the position of the Government, 
because in the Land Act of 1891, in 
Clause 13, the Government did introduce 
a proposal interided to apply to the 
case of these tenants. This Clause 13, 
which was enacted in the Act of 1891 for 
only a period of six months, was renewed 
in the Act of 1896 for a period of twelve 
months. Therefore, as far as the Govern 

ment is concerned, it is all a question ot 
degree. This Bill ditfers from Clause 15, 
because it introduces an element of com- 
pulsion. The argument of the right hon.and 
gallant Gentleman does not hold good for 
one moment. He says that because these 
tenants were plan of campaign tenants 
nothing must be done for them, while 
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the Government in the past have taken | 


the position that something ought to be 


done to enable them to get back to their 


holdings, but they did not go to the 
length to which we go in this Bill. 
briefly let me recall the House from the 


rehash of old political speeches, and from | 


the effort to rekindle the embers of reli- 
gious bigotry and political rancour in 
[reland, to what this Bill really provides. 
It provides that where one of these 
tenants, or the landlord and one of these 
tenants, apply to the Land Commission, 
the Land Commission may, after institu- 
ting such inquiry as they choose and 


upon such terms as they may de- 
cide, restore that tenant to his hold- 
ing. There is the element = of 


compulsion, but that element of compul- 
sion is vested in the Land Commission. 
Everyone who knows anything about the 
Land Commission must admit that it is 
ridiculous to suppose that that body 
would exercise that power in an arbitrary 
or unjust manner against the landlords, 
and surely the Government will not take 
up the position of saying they are afraid 
to place this power in the hands of the 
Commission. The Bill does not give the 
tenant power to compel the landlord to 
reinstate him; it only gives him power 
to apply to a State tribunal appointed 
by the Government, and this State 
tribunal may, if it thinks the case a just 
one and upon terms which are fair, re- 
instate the tenant. Is not that a reason- 
able thing! Does it not commend itself 
to any man who desires to see the whole 
of this question settled once and for all? 
The other provisions of the Bill are not 
compulsory at all; they are to enable the 


Land Commission to act between land- 
lord and = tenant and to carry out 
the purehase from the landlord by 
the tenant. I can understand that 


there may be cases in which a landlord | 


would not like to have forced upon him 
tenants who had taken an active part in 
the Plan of Campaign years ago, and this 
Bill provides for a settlement on fair and 
reasonable terms, or for purchase if desired. 
At the present time landlords might be 
quite willing to sell their farms to evicted 
tenants, and the tenants might be willing 
to buy them, if the provisions of your 


Land Purchase Acts provided for such a, 


case, and all this Bill asks is that where 
the landlord and tenant agree about the 
purchase of a farm, the Land Commission 
may be allowed to apply the provisions of 


{21 Fesruary 1900} 


Very | 
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those Acts to it. Is it not ridiculous to 
hear the exaggerated accounts given of 


this Bill by the right hon. and gallant 


Gentleman who moved this Amendment 
and the hon. Member who seconded it ? If 
the Land Commission ordered, after proper 
inquiry, the restoration of an evicted 
tenant back to his holding, it is manifest 
to everybody that that tenant would he 
unable, owing to dilapidations and want of 


stock, to have a fair chance of starting 


again without assistance. It is proposed 
under this Bill that a contribution may 
be given in the way of a small grant 
towards starting that man in life again. 
These are the provisions of the Bill, and I 
ask, do they justify the extraordinary 
language we have heard from the other 
side of the House? [t will be lamentable 
if, after all the echoes of that time 
of stress, storm, and difficulty in’ Ire- 
land have died away, the motives which 
animated the right hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber opposite should be allowed to stand 
between the Government and the restora- 
tion of these few evicted tenants back to 
their homes. Treland, it is true, is ina 
peaceful state at this moment, but is that 
a reason for refusing this concession ! 
We are so accustomed to be met with 
arguments drawn from two opposite sets 
of circumstances that we really find it 
ditticult which to deal with in this House. 
If Ireland is in a state of revolution we are 
told no measure must be passed for our 
country. If Ireland is peaceful we are 
told that a concession might lead to a 
recrudescence of violence. I hope the 
House will be wise enough to take some 
action in this matter. My hon. friend 
who moved the Bill called attention to the 
fact that so completely have those feelings 
of political and religious rancour which 
the hon and gallant Member tried to 
revive here to-day disappeared, — that 
there is at this moment a committee 
consisting of landlords and friends of the 
tenants, and amongst others the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Dublin, sitting for the purpose of en- 
deavouring to put an end to this sort. of 
thing. That committee is a powerful 
and influential one, and already it has 
done some good; but [ confess, con- 
sidering the monetary demands which 
will be made upon that committee, 
I think myself that it will be 
impossible, unaided, for it to bring this 
question to a close, and I do think it 
would be a most lamentable thing if, 
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when men in Ireland of different sections, 
different creeds, and different parties have 
come together to attempt to close this 
sore, the House were to refuse its assis- 
tance, and shut the door in the face of 
any effort to restore the evicted tenants. 
I ask the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man, who will no doubt reply on behalf 
of the Government, for a sympathetic 
reply. Probably he may take up the 
course which was taken last year, and say 
the Government cannot pass it as it 
stands. Is there anything that the 
Government can do to assist this commit- 
tee in facilitating the restoration of these 
tenants to theirhomes! It is not enough 
for the Government to take up a Bill of 
this kind and say it is defective and will 
not work well, and pick holes in it here 
and there. Their duty is something 
more. It is not enough to say that these 
tenants behaved badly ten or fifteen years 
ago. The Government are responsible for 
the peace, well-being, and prosperity of 
Ireland, and I say it is their duty, under 
the circumstances, to put before the 
House of Commons and the country some 
intelligible plan to assist in bringing 
about a state of things which they 
cannot deny is most desirable. 1 ask 


from the Government a sympathetic re- | 


ply, and I cannot conceive of them taking 
up an absolute non POssunis, 1 wish 
their decision were left solely in the 
hands of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Dublin: if it were I 
am quite sure we should get a 
sympathetic answer. Possibly if it were 
left absolutely in the hands of the 
Attorney General for Ireland we might 
get a sympathetic answer, but we ask 
those Gentlemen responsible to realise 
their responsibilities and not allow out- 
side influences to induce them to give us 
an unsympathetic answer. Much of the 
continued growth of good fecling between 
the different classes in Ireland depends 
upon it. Your Agricultural Board is 
starting its operations under favourable 
circumstances, and it is a department 
where the control is largely in the hands of 
men elected by the people. Under those 
circumstances, you will facilitate your work 
of government enormously in Ireland if, 
at the commencement of the work of this 
new department, you are able to show to 
the people of Ireland that you can, on 
this evicted tenants question, take upa 


sympathetic and reasonable attitude ; and | 
if you do so I believe vou will reap the 


Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS ' 


benefit in the immediate future. I trust 
that, under these circumstances, the Bill 
will be allowed to pass its Second 
Reading at any rate to-day, and if the 
Government would allow its Second 
Reading to be passed it could be sent to 
a Committee, which might mould the 
different clauses so as to suit the wishes 
and views of the Government. The least 
we may ask is that the Second Reading 
may be allowed to pass, and | think those 
attempts to revive the dying embers of 
hatred in [reland will be entirely dis 
regarded by every fair-minded man on 
hoth sides of the House. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I rise, [ 
must confess, with a feeling of  con- 
siderable diffidence after the able speech 
of the hon. and learned Member who 
leads the Irish party, to support the 
motion for the Second Reading of this 
Bill. That diftidence arises from the fact 
that the hon. and learned Member has in 
my opinion so forcibly stated the Lrish case 
and has given withal so temperately the 
arguments in favour of this Bill, that 
really very little more is necessary to he 
said on this side of the House. We have 
had two speeches from the other side of 
the House in opposition to this Bill. | 
am sorry neither of the hon. Gentlemen 
is in his place, because [ intend to allude 
to their speeches, and [ always wish on 
such occasions that the hon. Gentle 
men to whose speeches | intend to allude 
were present. The speech of the right hon. 
and gallant Member for North Armagh 
was, In my opinion, devoted not so much 
to an attack on this Bill, or on the prin 


| ciples of the Bill, as to an attack on the 


Government for having made an appoint- 
ment of which he disapproves. In dis: 
putes of that sort between the Govern- 
ment and their supporters it is not, of 
course, for us Nationalists to interfere. | 
suppose they are very well able to settle 
their own differences, but [ would point 
out to the House that in attacking the 
Government in this © stab-in-the-back 
fashion the right hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man has contributed to the debate a speech 
couched in the very worst spirit of bigotry 
and intolerance, and actuated with a desire 
to fan into flame those passions which 
unfortunately were so much in evidence 
in vears gone by, 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Mr. DoNAL 
SULLIVAN, Westmeath, %.). House 
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counted, and forty Members being found 
present, 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (continuing) : I 
regret that even the expedient of a 
count has not produced either of the 
distinguished Gentlemen to whom I de- 
sire to refer. The speech: of the right 
hon. and gallant Member for North Ar- 
magh cannot be too strongly condemned 
from these benches. He contra- 
dictory even in his own speech. At the 
end of it he praised the loyalty and devo- 
tion of the Irish soldiers in the present war, 
whereas in the earlier portion of it he 


Was 


held up the very people from whose ranks 
these soldiers are drawn as being every- 
thing evil and vile in society and as a 
class of people who occupied their time in 


houghing cattle, burning houses and 
killing innocent persons. I say this 
style of speech is unworthy of the 


House of Commons, and is even unworthy 
of the right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
himself. Then the second speech to which 
| wish to refer was delivered by an hon. 
Gentleman occupying the position of the 
representative of a purely commercial 
community—I mean the hon. Member for 
North Belfast. He told us, almost with 
tears in his eyes,'that he was the son of 
an evicted tenant, that his father in years 
gone by had kindly given up his land to 
the landlord, which he valued as dearly as 
his own life, and that therefore the hon. 
Member had some right to speak on 
behalf of the evicted tenants. But how 
did he speak on their behalf? He told us 
that this Bill contained provisions which 
would uproot all principle, and when I 
interjected a remark asking the hon. 
Member to explain for what principle 
this great Empire had gone to war 
in South Africa he could make no other 
reply than that we were engaged in war 
nearer home. It seems to me that the 
hon, Gentleman having been made the 
victim, as he alleges, of some boycotting in 
lreland-—I do not know whether it 
true or not—that fact has sunk into his 
mind and has placed therein such seeds 
of bitterness that he cannot approach the 
consideration of this measure with that 
feeling of sympathy and kindness which 
he desired to express in some portions of 
his speech, when he almost wept over the 
sufferings of the women and _ children 
whose hushands and fathers had been 
[FourTH SERIEs. ] 
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evicted, and for whose reinstatement this 
Bill provides. I must confess it 
seems to me a _ most extraordinary 
way of showing sympathy with suffering 
people that when a Bill of a simple 
character is introduced to put an end to 
those sufferings the hon. Member should 
get up and vehemently denounce it. This 
Bill asks for two things. It asks, firstly, 
for the reinstatement of the tenants who 
have been evicted, and, secondly, for 
power to enable the holdings to be pur- 
chased through the Land Commission. 
There is nothing very drastic or very 
extraordinary in these proposals. In the 
Act of 1896 the Government actually 
embodied a clause which obtained con- 
siderable celebrity at the time, and under 
which i was expected that a great 
number of tenants would be restored to 
their holdings. Unfortunately it was a 
go-as-vou-please kind of — clause, and 
there was nothing compulsory about it, 
and the Chief Secretary, in answer to a 
question, had to inform the House that 
practically no advance was made in the 
direction of giving effect to that provision. 
We go a little further in the Bill which 
we now ask the House to accept. We 
have adopted a modified form of compul- 
sion. The two hon. Gentlemen who 
addressed the House from the other side 
were against every form of reinstatement 
on these terms. The faet which forces 
itself on my mind with regard to this and 
similar measures promoted by the Irish 
party is that the Unionist and Tory 
farmers of Ireland are always ready and 
willing and anxious to take advantage of 
any legislation either for the reduction of 
rents or the compulsory sale of land which 
the agitation of the Nationalists of 
Ireland has compelled the Government 
to pass, but that their representa- 
tives in this House—gentlemen who in 
their election addresses talk of compul- 
sory purchase, tenant right, free sale, 
and other grand things—when we bring 
forward a simple measure for the re 
instatement of these poor tenants whose 
sufferings have led to land legislation, 
get up and use disgraceful arguments 


against it, such as we have heard 
from =the ri on. é allan 
f th ight ho und gallant 


Member for North Armagh. The right 
hon. and gallant Gentleman seems to 
think that from every point of the com- 
pass people would come forward claiming 
to be restored to holdings as evicted 
tenants. The Act contemplates only the 
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restoration of such persons as have been! Government, having gone a 


evicted since 1879, and we know that by 
the Land Act of 1881 and by the sub- 
sequent amending Acts, every tenant 
who has been admitted to the occupa- 
tion of a farm is a future tenant. 
Therefore there cannot be the trouble 
which the right hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man anticipates, and there cannot be that 
terrible uprising in the country against 
planter tenants being dispossessed in 
order to make way for tenants who were 
evicted and who have since obtained a 
miserable subsistence in the vicinity of 
their farms. 
the other side is, that if you give any en- 
couragement to these evicted tenants, 
if you take any steps to restore them to 
their holdings, you are assisting hoycotting 
and intimidation, and inciting people who 
have been engaged in former times in 
these practices to return to them and 
continue them. Do you not know that 
hoveotting is extensively practised in 
this country? For what purpose do the 
trades union organisations throughout 
the country exist! Do they not exist 
for the purpose of protecting the interests 
of their members, and do they not deal 
much more severely with blacklegs than we 
deal with landgrabbers in Ireland, and is 
not their action winked at by the law in 
this country! | think agriculturists in 
Ireland have as much right to combine in 
their own interests as trades unionists in 
England. That will not he denied by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. What we 
have to complain of in this debate 
is that the speeches against the Bill 
are not based on fact, but on bigotry and 
intolerance. The hon. Gentlemen warned 
the Attorney General for Ireland in 
advance that our land agitation is being 
revived, that the United Irish League is 
the same organisation as the National 
League under another name, and that we 
intend to carry on the same work which 
the Land League and the National League 
so successfully carried on in Treland. I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman in his reply 
to state whether it is not a fact that at 
every meeting held under the auspices of 
the United Irish League the doctrine has 
heen expressly laid down that crime and 
outrage of every kind are to be condemned 
and that, to quote the words of O'Connell, 
“He who commits an offence against the 
law gives strength to the enemy.” The 
whole seeret of the discontent which at 
present exists in Ireland is that the 


Mr. J.P. Farrell. 
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certain 
distance, have not the moral courage to go 
the whole way. If the Government had 
the courage to enact compulsory land 
legislation—and it will come to that vet 
—TI believe it would do more to heal the 
social sores which exist in Ireland, and to 
restore peace, contentment, and happiness, 
than a thousand such appeals as that we 
have heard from the right hon. and gallant 
Member for North Armagh, if given effect 
to by the Government. Your policy of 
twenty years resolute government for 
Ireland, which vou claim has effected the 
pacification of the country, has thoroughly 
and absolutely failed. It is not because 
the peop'e have been coerced: on the 
contrary, it cannot be denied that the 
more coercion you apply to us the more 
vigorous is our resistance to your rule. 
For my part I utterly repudiate and deny 
that any abatement in national fervour 
has been brought about by this so-called 
twenty years of resolute government. | 
believe that the Attorney General will not 
give us in this case very much hope, or 
reply directly to the arguments addressed 
from this side of the House. fF have been 
in this House for nearly six years, and 
during that time I have seen Bill after 
Bill introduced with the same result. 
Practically the same old appeals were 
made from the opposite side of the House, 
and were listened to by the Government, 
and no effect was given to the case set up 
on this side of the House. [can only say, 
on my own behalf, that I will regret ex 
tremely if the right hon. Gentleman does 
not give effect to some provisions which 
will bring about a state of peace and 
happiness where misery now exists, and 
put an end to the sufferings of men who, 
whatever their faults, political or other- 
wise, are certainly suffering sorely and 
bitterly. We may surely demand this at 
the hands of a Government which pro- 
fesses to have in its keeping, and in the 
foretront of its politieal programme, the 
redress of our social grievances. 


“The VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURE 
vor IRELAND (Mr. Puunkert, Dublin 
County, S.): The right hon, Gentleman 
the Attorney General for Ireland will, 
of course, reply for the Government, 
and | would not have — intervened 
in the debate had I not been so frequently 
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referred to by hon. and right hon. 
Members who have preceded me. _ It is 
quite true, as hon. Members have said, 
that I have taken a great interest in this 
question of the evicted tenants, and on 
that account the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford asked me to make a 
sympathetic speech. Well, if the hon. 
and learned Member desires me to say 
that I can support this Bill I fear that I 
cannot meet his wishes. Years ago I 
adopted the attitude that the time had 
come when it was no use looking back to 
the causes of these troubles. I felt that 
the condition of these men, these unhappy 
wrecks upon the sea of Irish polities, was, 
as it has often been described, a great 
social evil, and that it was the duty of 
every Irishman, so far as he could do so 
without the sacrifice of principle, to 
do his utmost to heal that sore. And 
with the same views, which have 
strengthened in subsequent years, I have 
joined an association composed of men of 
all classes and all creeds in Ireland, and 
so far as in us lies we hope to do some 
thing to improve this unhappy situation. 
I do not agree with everything that my 
right hon. and gallant friend the Member 
for North Armagh has said in this debate, 
hut 1 did fully agree with him that 
immense difficulties would arise in dealing 
with the new tenants in the event of this 
Bill becoming law. The number of 
tenants affected by this Bill has been 
estimated in the debate at figures 
varving from 35,000 to 400--a rather 
bewildering margin to deal with; but 
1 do not myself believe that the num- 
her approaches to anything like the 
estimate of my hon. and gallant friend. 
I hope that in the process of time the 
great majority of cases may be happily 
and suceessfully dealt with. But when it 
comes to dealing with a very considerable 
number of new tenants, and planters as 
some of them are called, I do not think that 
the Bill provides any practical or workable 
scheme. It seems to me that what would 
happen, if the Bill were to pass, would be 
that we should have history, and a very 
ugly history it is, repeating itself. We 
should have the old eviction drama acted 
over again, with this difference, that the 
place of the hon. Member for East Clare 
would be taken by the hon. Member for 
South Belfast, and the place of Mr. Gill 
would be taken by my hon. and gallant 
friend, That evictions would take place, 


grievous and unjust evietions, 1 do not 
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I know the 
Bill provides for “ just compensation ” for 
these evictions, but if you take the case 
of a man who has been twenty years in 
occupancy of his holding, and has raised a 
“Jong” and “ weak ” family in his home, 
what money compensation can possibly be 
adequate for forcibly removing that man 
from the home which had become his 
own? Ido not wish to delay the House 
in discussing the details of the Bill, which 
will be fully dealt with by my right 
hon. friend behind me ; but as regards the 
voluntary efforts which a large number of 
Irishmen,and myself among them, are mak- 
ing, I do not fora moment set them up as an 
alternative for legislative action, which | 
wholly disapprove of, for the two things 
are absolutely separate. Even supposing 
the House were to pass this legislation I 
believe that the work of the Committee 
would be just as essential as it is now. 
The difficulty of dealing with the ques- 
tion ina businesslike way, as we have been 
asked to do bythe hon. Member for Water- 
ford, the immense difficulty that confronts 
the voluntary Committee, is to make such 
arrangements that tenants, who have 
been out of their holdings for a number 
of years, who have lost all their money 
capital and their stock, whose buildings 
have been destroyed, and what is still 
worse, who have gone out of the busi- 
ness and have lost the habits of farmers 

will be enabled to resume — their 
business under — favourable — cireum- 
stances. — So far as I understand it, 
apart from trying to make, wherever 
possible, friendly arrangements between 
tenant and landlord—-and in some cases 
success has been attained and most hope- 
ful negotiations have heen entered upon 
~-the chief ditticulty will be to solve 
the economic problem, and to enable these 
tenants to prosper when they are rein- 
stated. Now, as I have already said, I 
do not wish to delay the House at any 
length, or cover ground which will be 
covered shortly by more competent 
authority; but I must refer to 
that portion of the speech of my 
right hon. and gallant friend which dealt 
pretty sharply with Mr. Gill. 1 do 
not regret the action he took, although it 
is an ungenerous and somewhat unusual 
procedure, but I rejoiced when he saw his 
way to attack the appointment of Mr. 
Gill in the way he did, because, as the 
hon. Member for Waterford said, the 
attack has hitherte been conducted in 


2C2 
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the lobby. I was told by a great many 
people that much indignation had been 
roused by this appointment, that all sorts 
of charges were going to be brought 
against Mr. Gill, and I longed for an 
opportunity when I might hear what 
these charges were, in order that | might 
answer them. Well, so far as I under- 
stand them, the charges against Mr. Gill 
we that thirteen years ago he was an 
active member of the Irish party opposite ; 


that he was, in fact, a lieutenant of the | 
reasons Why Mr. Gill’s appointment was 


late Mr. Parnell. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I hardly think the 
right hon. Gentleman is at liberty to go 
into this matter in detail. I did allow 
the hon. Member for Waterford to refer 
briefly to the matter as it had been 
alluded to by the right hon. the Member 
for North Armagh, but no debate can 
arise. 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: If I confine myself 
strictly to the actual attack which has 
been delivered I hope I shall not be ex- 
ceeding the bounds of your ruling, Mr. 
Speaker. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON: I beg 
pardon. IL absolutely deny that I made 
any attack whatever on Mr. Gill. 
{Hox. Members on the Irish benches : Oh, 
oh!}] [I simply mentioned the fact that 
Mr, Gill was one of the leading organisers 
of the Plan of Campaign. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think it 
would be regular to enter upon the ques- 
tion of the appointment of Mr. Gill, 
otherwise it might lead to a long discus- 
sion on what is quite irrelevant to the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: I only say, in obedi- 
ence to your ruling, Mr. Speaker, that | 
hope another opportunity will be afforded 
me to give the reasons why Mr. Gill's 
appointment was made upon the responsi- 
lility of the Chief Secretary and myself. 
I might just say this much now, that the 
appointment was made in accordance with 
a pledge that was given by the Govern- 
ment last year, that these appointments 


should be filled with sole regard to the | 


qualification of the officers for the work 


{COMMONS} 


TA 
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established against Mr. Gill’s honour, or 
if any reason had heen given for believing: 
that what my right hon. and gallant 
friend considers his political misdoings in 
the past would influence his action in the 
future, or if it had been thought that he 
was not likely to discharge his duties with. 
absolute impartiality, the appointment 


‘would not have been made. Having said 


this much, I will not further occupy the 
time of the House, but will hope on 
another occasion to give the whole 


made. 


Mr. DILLON : The opposition which 
I have always held to the polities with 
which the right hon. Gentleman is 
identified in Ireland does not preclude 
me from expressing the heartiness with 
which I greet, after the sad accident to: 
which he was subject, his reappearance 
in the House, iin whose proceedings he is 
so well able to take a part. The right 
hon. Gentleman addressed a few observa 
tions to the House as to the operations of 


/ the committee known in Ireland as * The: 


Evicted Tenants Restoration Committee ” 

~a committee recently formed, as is well 
known and acknowledged, of gentlemen, 
from all parts of Ireland and of different 
politics. The only criticism [ have to. 
make on that committee is that I regret 
it did not get to work six or eight years 


ago. What did we hear. from the right 


‘hon. Gentleman in the féw sentences in 


which he addressed the House on the 
subject of this Bill’? The effect and 
purport of these sentences was, that the 
operations of his committee were met with 
enormous difficulties. That has been our: 
position from: the beginning. We have 
always known that the difficulties sur 
rounding this question of the reinstatement 
of the evicted tenants were of such a 
character that they could not. properly 
and sufficiently be removed except by 
legislation and the intervention of the 
Executive Government. I desire te point 
out to the House the enormous difference 
which characterises the two distinct kinds 
of opposition with which this Bill has 
been met. The right. hon. the Member 
for South Dublin admits. that the object 
of the Bill is eminently desirable—that is. 
to restore the evicted tenants to their 
holdings. He admits that according to 


to be done. Of course, if anything had been | his knowledge of Ireland that. isan object 


Mr. Plunkett. 
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exceedingly desirable in the interests of | 
He used these words—which are | 


eAce. 
eee to himself—that he had long 
ago come to the conclusion that there 
was no use in looking back to the causes 
of these troubles, and that co-operation 
ought to be invited from all classes for 
the purpose of reinstating the evicted 
tenants. That was not the position taken 
up by the right hon. and gallant Member 
for North Armagh. He desired to keep 
these tenants ont of their holdings 
because, he said, they were useful as 
scarecrows, or as Warnings to Irish agita- 
tors, and in order to show what would be 
the fate of evicted tenants. I allude to 
this to illustrate the totally irreconcilable 
attitude of hon. Gentlemen opposite to 
this Bill. The right hon. Member for South 
Dublin admits that the object of the Bill 
is desirable. Why then does he oppose 
it! He says that it is not a fit subject 
for legislation, but he gives us no reason 
for that statement. I would suppose 
that if an hon. Member admits that an 
object is desirable in the interests of 
peace, good order, and good feeling in 
Ireland, and furthermore admits that the 
dlitficulties of achieving that object by 
private effort are all but insuperable, that 
Was a prime facie, an almost irresistible, 
argument in favour of legislation. 


*Mr. PLUNKETT: I do not want to 
interrupt the hon. Member, but what I 
informed the House was that [ object 
altogether to compulsion in this matter, 
because I believe that if voluntary effort 
were generally adopted and properly 
organised, the difficulties, which are great 
but not insuperable, might be overcome. 

Mr. DILLON: What heen 


have we 


doing for eight or nine years past but 
using voluntary effort! We were 


told by the landlords in 1891 and 1896, 
that voluntary effort would bring this 
evil to an end ; but voluntary effort has 
been a failure. The very existence of the 
Evicted Tenants Restoration Committee 
is a confession by the right hon. Gentle- 
man that the previous voluntary proposals 
have been a failure. Now let me 
«nine for a few moments the difficulties 
which the right hon. Gentleman said are 


CXx- 
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likely to impede any attempt at voluntary by any such legislation as that proposed 
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effort to restore the evicted tenants. The 
last difficulty on which the right 
hon. Gentleman dwelt was the want of 
money. He knows perfectly well that if 
this problem is to be effectually settled a 
considerable sum of money must be 
provided for that purpose-a sum largely, 
I fear, in excess of anything that can be 
raised by contributions even by the 
influential committee of which he is a 
member. No doubt money is required, 
and the proposals in the Bill introduced 
to-day will be admitted by everyone to be 
of a fair and reasonable character. | 
noticed that the right hon. and gallant 


Member for North Armagh — even 
did not say that the proposals are 


hard on the landlords. Under Clause 3 
two years rent is to given to 
the landlords, in the event of the Land 
Commission considering that to be just, by 
way of arrears; and full compensation is 
also to he given toany planter tenant who 
may be dispossessed ; while a sum not ex- 
ceeding £100 is to be given to assist the 
incoming tenant in cases where the build- 
ings have become dilapidated, or where 
the farms have been allowed to run out 
of cultivation. Will anybody say that 
that clause of the Bill is drafted with 
the purpose or intention, or would have 
the effeet, of inflicting hardships on any 
person! I venture to say, without fear 
of contradiction, that under this Bill 
landlords who are unhappy enough to be 
possessors of evicted farms will get 
more money if this Bill is passed than if 
it is not. Then the planter tenants 
would be better off, and the evicted 
tenants, instead of being an object of 
sympathy and compassion and great 
irritation in the neighbourhood — in 
which they reside, would be restored 
to their holdings, and that would un- 
doubtedly, by the generosity of Parlia- 
ment, bring peace and goodwill to the 
neighbourhood. 1 have said a much 
larger sum of money is required than | 
fear there is any prospect of raising by 
voluntary effort. That is provided for 
in the Bill in a manner which takes it 
out of the mouth of the right hon. and 
gallant Member to take exception to it, 
for it is to come out of the fund specially 
set apart from the relief of suffering and 
distress, and for education. I come to 
the second objection of the right hon. 
Gentleman, who drew an alarming picture 
of the evictions which would be caused 


he 
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by this Bill -the evictions of the planter | 
tenants. I have never listened to a 
more grotesque and monstrous argument 
than that of the right hon, Gentleman. 
He speaks of a case of a man who had 
lived for twenty years as a_ planter 
tenant, and had reared a large and weak 
family. It is all very well to drop tears 
of compassion over these planter tenants, 
of whom it is said there are not to-day in 
Ireland more than thirty who have been 
fifteen years in possession of their hold- 
ings; but I wonder how it is that those 
hon, Members who express sympathy 
with possible evicted planters have been 
so easily able to suppress their feelings 
in regard to the sufferings of the non- 
planter tenants. We have it on the 
authority of Government returns that 
during the last twenty-five years a 
hundred thousand families had been 
evicted in Treland. Where is all 
the compassion and sympathy, which 
is so ready to flow over the 
possible imaginary woes of a few 
planters, for the hundreds of thousands 
of tenants who had been not only twenty 
years in possession of their holdings, but 
had inherited them for generations 
before them! But even if a few planters 
are to be forcibly removed, provision is 
made for ample compensation to he given 
them. Besides, not one in a hundred of 
these planters has spent a penny on his 
holding. They go by the name, among 
the agents of Ireland, of * pet cats,” and 
it is a common saying amongst these 
agents that they very rarely get any rent 
from a “ pet cat.” The fact is that the 
planters, as a rule, came in as a favour | 
to the landlords, and paid no rent. 
Half of them have already gone 
away without compensation, and I would 
say that three-fourths of the planters 
would be the first to rejoice at the 
passing of this Bill, because they would 
clear out with compensation instead of 
without. Therefore, | say that this ob- 
jection is purely imaginary--got up to 
justify opposition to the Bill. The night 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Dublin said that no doubt all, or nearly 
all, these cases would be settled by the 
lapse of time. Yes, Sir, they will all 
be settled by the lapse of time! [recollect 
that argument being used by the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland in 1896, when a 
previous Bill was introduced. I asked 
him, How are they being settled ? Some 
have died, some have gone into the work- 
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housé, some have gone to America or 
Australia ; and that is the kind of settle- 
ment which has given birth to the 
bitterness of feeling which exists in 
Ireland! I can tell the right hon Gentle- 
man that the great policy of killing Home 
Rule by kindness and reconciling the 
Irish people to the present Unionist system 
of administration, which we used to 
hear much of, but of which we rarely 
hear anything now, is certainly, so 
far as I can observe, making very little 
progress, and will not, so long as the 
policy of the Government towards the 
evicted tenants is to allow the question 
to settle itself by degrees, by the death 
or exile of these evicted tenants. Now | 
come to the observations of the right hon. 
and gallant Gentleman opposite. He ob- 
jects to this Bill, in the first place, on ac 
count of its enormous scope, and because: 
it would involve turning out a large num 
her of planter tenants in order to make 
room for the original tenants. But he 
forgets that some of the old tenants have 
gone to America and Australia, and that 
others are in the grave. 


COLONEL SAUNDERSON : I referred 
to those that are here. 


Mr. DILLON: Would the right hon. 
and gallant Member be surprised to hear 
that one of the main objections advanced 
against this Bill last vear was that its 
scope was too narrow, that the class it 
affected was too small for legislation, and 
that the number of tenants to whom it 
would apply was so limited that it was not 
worth while to take up the time of the 
House of Commons in dealing with their 
case? Before I turn to the extent of the 
evil and the grounds on which we support 
this Bill, let me say a few words in refer- 
ence to another part of the right hon. and 
gallant Member's speech. [t was one of 
those speeches which he has delivered so 
frequently in this House that we have 
almost got it off by heart. We know the 
whole performance, and a very amusing 
one itis. But he said one thing to-day 
which he has never said before, and which 
it would have been much better if he had 
left unsaid from his own point of view. 
He said that the main objection to the 
eviction of the new planters was that 
they were Protestants and not Catholics. 
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CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON: I never | 
said anything of the kind. 
Mr. DILLON: I took down your 


words, 


COLONEL SAUNDERSON : [ did not 
say it was the main objection. | 


Mr. DILLON: What was the object 
of using these words! Was it to revive 
old memories ? Was it to recall the days 
when, on estate after estate, the policy 
was adopted of exterminating the Catholic 
tenuntry, and when agents gave it to be 
understood that “no Catholics need 
apply”? [think the observation of the right 
hon. and gallant Member will convey to 
the minds of many English Members some 
understanding of what is the real bitter- 
ness of feeling in Ireland. We have 
heard recently that there is a great future 
hetore Ireland, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the for the Southern 
Division of Dublin County has made him- 
self the prophet of a policy of the union 


Member 


of all classes for all kinds of good 
purposes, among them the recovery 


trom the British ‘Treasury of money which 
is claimed to have been overpaid by 
lreland. IL see very few symptoms in 
the speech of the right hon. and gallant 
(ientleman to-day of any desire to carry 
out that policy of union. On the con- 
trary, the old spirit which was supposed 
hy some sanguine natures to be asleep is 
proved by that speech to be still in all its 
pristine vigour. The right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman made, or rather in- 
sinuated, scandalous charges against 
myself and other Nationalist Members. 
He talked about boycott, intimidation, 
and pressure. But lreland is peaceable ! 
She was peaceable, too, in the days of the 
Plan of Campaign. Outrages are almost 
unknown, and when I hear these old 
charges dug up [ cannot avoid alluding 
to the different spirit in which men 
approach these questions arising in 
times of popular excitement when they 
occur on one side of the Channel and 
when they occur on the other. Let me 
give an illustration to show how grossly | 
unjust these charges are. The other day, 


ut Midhurst, in the county of Sussex, a_ 
certain number of individuals had their | 
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windows broken because they were sup 
posed to be Boer sympathisers, and the 
police were powerless to protect them. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : Were their 
cattle houghed ? 


Mr. DILLON: Their hotises were 
attacked. 

CoLONEL SAUNDERSON: That is 
nothing. 


Mr. DILLON: That may be the view of 
the right hon. and gallant Member when 
the trouble occurs in England ; but what 
would have been said had this occurred 
in an Irish town and had traders who had 
given offence been left to the merey of a 
We should have had Members 
standing up here raging with denuncia- 
tions of it as a disgrace to the whole 
country. I have told hon. Members on 
more than one occasion that if they 
pursue this policy of raking up old 
offences against law and order in Ireland, 
I shall feel it my duty to retaliate by 
examining the records of crime in England. 
The right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
objects to this Bill because he says its 
scope is too large, while the Chief Secre 
tary says it is too small. But what is its 
scope, and what is the number of cases to 
which we may reasonably expect it to 
apply? Last year I estimated, and I 
admitted at the time that my estimate 
was very vague, that the total number 
of cases to which the Bill would apply 
was between 2,000 and 3,000. 


CoLOoNEL SAUNDERSON : Does that 
include the Plan of Campaign tenants 
only, or the whole of the tenants evicted 
since 1879? 


Mr. DILLON: It includes the whole 
of the tenants. I do not think that 
there are now left 500 Plan of Campaign 
tenants. The right hon. and gailant 
Gentleman talks the wildest non-sense 
about the Plan of Campaign. In all there 
tenants enrolled in that 
movement, and of these only about 1,500 
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were evicted. The rest made terms with 
their landlords. Of the 1,500 fully 1,000 
have since been reinstated, and, certainly, 
there are not more than 500 whose cases 
have vet to he dealt with. I again say 
that I estimate roughly (and I admit we 
have very insufficient means of getting 
information) that the total number of 
tenants to whom this Bill would apply is 
hetween 2,000 and 3,000. 
estimate largely on what passed between 
myself and the Chief Secretary last year.* 
The right hon. Gentleman then, in the 
course of the debate, said that the total 
number of evicted farms in Ireland which 
were unlet on January Ist, 1899--that is 
to say, the total number of farms either in 
the hands of landlords or derelict--was 
2,609. I had estimated the number at 
something under 3,000, but the Chief 
Secretary, speaking with the far greater 
knowledge at his command, put it at 
2609. Now, would it not be to the 
advantage of every section of the 
community in Ireland, as well as to the 
advantage of the Executive Government, 
that at least to those farms on which 
there are no planters the evicted tenants 
should -be restored?) Surely that is a 
proposition which will meet with almost 
universal assent. No doubt there area 
certain number of farms which — had 
planters on them. But if you examine 
the figures you will find that the number 
of cases in which it would be necessary 
to disturb planter tenants is extremely 
limited. I very much doubt if there are 
more than 200 such cases, and it is very 
important to remember that in some cases 
as many as ten farms are held by one man. 
It is notorious, too, that farms have been 
given to men who have not sufficient 
capital to work them, and such men 
would undoubtedly be willing to quit for 
a small compensation. I think, therefore, 
the main objection which has heen urged 
against this Bill that it would lead to the 
eviction of alarge number of new tenants 

is absolutely without foundation. Ido not 
believe that there are forty men in Ireland 
on these planter farms who could not be 
easily settled with and who would not 
gladly, cheerfully, and with the greatest 
possible relief, accept a moderate com- 
pensation to go out. And when I am 


told that injustice might be done under | 
this Bill I reply that you have the most | 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixix., page 930. 
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absolute security against any form 
of injustice, so far as the — land- 
lords and the planter tenants are 
concerned. Nothing can be done under 
the Bill except with the consent of the 
Land Commission, and I must say | think 
that we Trish Members in drafting the 
Bill made an enormous concession, seeing 
that, though we had so little confidence 
in the Land Commission, we entrusted the 
whole of the operation of the machinery 
to that body, and gave it power to refuse, 
without any reason assigned, any appli 
cation made by a tenant. All the Land 
Commission has to do is to satisfy itself 
whether the application is just and right, 
and if it decides that it is, then it can 
proceed to adjudicate on it. It may refuse 
to do so and is not called upon to state 
the grounds of refusal. Surely all fair 
minded men will admit that no injustice 
can be done to the landlord under the 
Bill. The hon. and gallant Gentleman 
dropped a sympathetic tear over the fate 
of the land-grabbers ; but it must not he 
forgotten that these men are all future 
tenants and that they have no protection 
or security for the tenure of their land ; 
they are liable to eviction at any time. | 
protest against the narrow and wiconsti- 
tutional point of view which judges of the 
importance of a question by the number 
of the individuals it affects. That is ot 
the principle on which this House 
should act. We have known cases in 
which great nations have gone to war over 
the sorrows and wrongs of individuals, 
and, indeed, before the present war in 
South Africa broke out this country was 
lashed into passion over the alleged 
grievances of Mr. Edgar. I repeat that 
it would be very wrong to estimate the im- 
portance of a proposal merely by the num- 
her of persons it affected. The sufferings 
of the evicted tenants enter into the very 
inmost soul of the Irish people. Every 
individual case is the centre of local irri 
tation and exasperation, and of hostility 
to the Government which refuses to do an 
act of justice. We were told by the Chict 
Secretary last year that the effect of the 
Bill would be most demoralising. But | 
say that the claim of these people to their 
old holdings is based on exactly the same 
principles as lay beneath the whole of the 
Irish land legislation, and if it be immoral 
and demoralising to restore on fair terms 
the evicted tenants to their holdings, then 
the whole of the Irish land legislation is 
unjust and monstrous. We contend that 
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the evicted tenants are entitled to rein- | Gentleman, there is still money in that 
statement because they are the victims of , fund, are introducing into this House one 
a system of excessive rack rents which has | of the most audacious measures ever 
heen admitted to be unjust by the land brought before it, the Irish Tithes Bill, 
legislation of the past thirty years. It is for the purpose of scooping out all that 
said that the rents for the non-payment remains; and now, with the usual spirit 
of which they were evicted were judicial | attendant on selfishness, when we attempt 
rents. But were not some of them to take a small amount of this money in 
reduced by special Act of Parliament, order to enable the evicted tenants to 
thus showing them to be unjust? And take up their holdings, they ery sacrilege. 
is the punishment for the non-payment of If this Bill is rejected we shall have some 
these unjust rents, in some cases through member of the Government advocating 
inability and in others through the some such Bill as the Irish Tithes Bill : 
desire to protect poorer neighbours, to be but [ can promise that gentleman, who- 
permanent ? I have here the words of ever he may he, that if he does introduce 
the Chief Secretary when he was reject- such a measure, he will be met with a 
ing a similar Bill to this last year. He most ferocious opposition. We shall sce 
said, “ We have rejected this proposal on what the Irish landlord will say about 
two broad grounds.” The right hon. and sacrilege when he is to get his £200 or 
gallant Gentleman has shown that the first £300 out of the same fund. The 
objection does not apply. The second respectable Trish landlord can put his 
objection of the Chief Secretary was that hand into the plunder of the Irish 
some of these men were dead and some Church with a — clear — conscience, 
had gone to America. but it becomes a monstrous outrage 
if any of us attempt to take this 

» SWIFT NEIL ‘eal. S.); Money for this purpose. I do not 
Pssagitahetle area . si know what attitude the Government is 
going to take upon this Bill, but [ judge 

from the speeches already made that they 

Mr. DILLON: | think that that are not going to support it. [ deeply regret 
objection of the Chief Secretary was one it. Ido not share the view of the right 
hon, and gallant Gentleman the Member 
for North Armagh. [do not admit that 
these poor tenants in Ireland will prove a 
: barrier to agitation. I think, on the 
to dispose of these people in the same way contrary, it will prove a barrier to the 


of the silliest remarks ever made by an 
lrish Minister who was “killing Home 
Rule with kindness.” They now propose 


by their starvation and ruin, or by existence and growth of any good feeling 
transplanting them to America, where, in| between the classes in Ireland, and | 
deliberately say the present treatment 
playing the devil with the Anglo- which is being meted out your aiver year 
; é Pn in this House to these suffering people 
American alliance. The hon, and gallant pas heen, and will in the future be, a root 
Gentleman says that this Bill is intended of bitterness in Ireland, and will confirm 
rather “for the purpose of whitewashing the faith which long years have en- 
and restoving the character of the Member gendered in the minds of our people that 
for Kast Mayo.” [| think that is an any appeal to reason, mercy, or justice 
unworthy argument, even in the hands of falls in vain upon the ears of this House 
an enemy. This problem ought to be until it is backed up by firmness and 
approached in a spirit more statesman- determination. 
like--I will not say more charitable- 
than is indicated by those words. 
I now come to the last point upon which =THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
I wish to dwell, and that is the souree IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
from which we propose to take this derry, N.): [I join’ in the regret 
money, The Irish Church Fund is a well expressed by hon. Gentlemen opposite 
of surprise. It has been frequently ex- niet staat Chothitiiien ty Cal 
hausted, but it still hows, and more money en ne mg epee: + pay _ ine 
Secretary for Ireland is not in his place, 


comes into it. The Lrish landlords, being ; L 
suddenly woke up to the fact that, in as well for the cause which necessitates 
spite of the statement of the right hon. his absence as for the inadequate 


conjunction with the Germans, they are 
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treatment which I am fully conscious | he had evicted ten, fifteen, or twenty 


this question will receive at = my 
hands. But though apparently little 
sympathy is expected from me for the 
sufferings of Irish tenants and the peasants 
of Ireland, I may take this occasion of 
saving that I have as deeply at heart all 
that conduces to the peace, prosperity, and 
happiness of my native country as any of 
the hon. Gentlemen who sit opposite, 
though we differ as widely as men can 
as to what we believe will in’ the 
ultimate resort benefit our country. | 
think it is an invidious thing that they 
should arrogate to themselves the claim 
that they are the only persons who can 
have any sympathy with the promotion 
of the prosperity and peace of Ireland, 
| have deep sympathy with the 
lrish tenants, because | believe that they 
have been coerced and misled to their 
own ruin by those very Gentlemen. But 
| have no sympathy with the plan that 
would throw from the shoulders of those 
who were responsible for the position of 
these misguided men the burden of 
redressing their wrongs, and [ have no 
sympathy with the mode that is adopted 
in this Bill to lend them help and 
succour. Hon. Members opposite ex 
pressed anxiety to discover what would be 
the attitude of the Government. The 
attitude of the Government to-day is what 
it always has been 


Mr. SWIFT MAcCNEILL: To. starve 
them out. 


Mr. ATKINSON: And that is, that 
while every facility should be given, as 
has been given, for voluntary arrange 
ment between landlord and tenant, and 
while it is a case above all others for 
individual benevolence, it is not a case 
for putting into force any coercive powers 
or relieving the distress of these people 
from public funds. That is the reason 
why the provision was introduced into 
the Bill of 1896 in order to lengthen the 
time in which the evicted tenants might 
still retain the status of tenants, so that 
they might come to friendly agreement 
with their landlords. But that is an 
absolutely different thing, not only in 
degree, but in kind, from conferring 
compulsory powers upon any tribunal to 


force back upon a landlord a tenant whom 


Mr. Atkinson. 


years ago, although the — holding 
might be to-day in the possession 


‘of his suecessor. I do not wonder at 


the hon. and learned Gentleman, year 
after year, bringing this question forward, 
because, whoever else the evicted tenants 
may have claims upon, they have a claim 
which ought to hold in the fetters of 
conscience the hon, Members opposite, 
who of all the world are responsible for 
their misery. The hon. Member for East 
Mayo said the case of the evicted tenants 
was due to harsh and oppressive land 
lords, and not to hon. Members. If that 
is so, it is difficult to account for the 
language which on many occasions the 
hon. Gentleman has used. He has admitted, 
again and again, that he is responsible for 
the present position 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL : Give us a 


few extracts. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I can, if necessary, 
give the quotations of speeches in which 
the hon. Gentleman said he was respon 
sible,and would not shirk his resoonsibility, 
and if he had to act over again he would 
do the same. Yet he now repudiates the 
responsibility. 


Mr. DILLON: [ do not) repudiate 
responsibility. Tf you mean in opposing 
cruel laws, T was responsible. 


Mr. ATKINSON: On the 13th of 
January, 1896, the hon. Gentleman is 
reported in the Freeman, which I believe 
is his cherished organ, to have said 


“T was responsible, and [ am proud of the 
responsibility ; and if I was in the same 
position, over again, I would face the same 
risks and the same responsibility.” 


He has not only the consciousness of that 
to stimulate him to the effort of reinstating 
the tenants, but as a politician he has a 
thoroughly personal interest. Then, as 
reported in a speech on the 25th ot 
November, 1891, he is reported to have 
said 

“Lsay further that the cause of the Irish 
tenants, although it is in a prosperous and 
hopeful condition, is not won yet. We shall 
want struggles and sacrifices to bring that 
cause to a triumphant issue ; and if these men 
who made sacrifices in the past, who left their 
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homes and faced the worst fate that an Irish ; hon, Gentleman who now leads the 


tenant can be called upon to face for Ireland 
and the cause—if they were deserted and left 
in the lurch by the body of their countrymen, 


| say it would he hopeless for any Irish politica] | 


leader again to call on Irish tenants to make 
sacrifices on behalf of their class.” 


‘Therefore if that be the opinion of the land- 
lords I cannot understand why the hon. 
Gentleman should have responsibility thrust 
upon him, or why these “wounded soldiers” 
of the Plan of Campaign should have put 
Ireland under this inexhaustible debt 
which no one in that country seems to 
have any disposition to pay. We are 
toll that the Plan of Campaign — of 
1879 and 1880 brought the Land Acts of 


IS81 and 1887, the Land Purchase Act of | 


I885, and all the subsequent legislation 
which has heen conferred upon the Irish 
tenantry. The Irish tenantry must be 
singularly ungrateful, because if the 
tenants of the 500,000 holdings in Ireland 
only contributed 6d. per annum (which 
does not seem a large pecuniary sacrifice) it 
would yield £12,500 a year, and if they 
contributed a penny a week it would 
vield £100,000, and if all these advan- 
tages have accrued from the attitude of 
the soldiers of the Plan of Campaign there 
is under Heaven no more ungrateful 
race than the Irish. I know from history 
that they are not so, because when there was 
real need they put the last penny of their 
wealth at the feet of the great agitator 
who was getting their grievances re- 
dressed. This is not merely a notion of 
mine because [ find in a speech by Mr. 
William OBrien on the 13th September, 
1897, the following language 


* There is no use in shirking any longer the 
fact that the miserable £2,000 that has been 
subserihed is of very little use to the evicted 
tenants. It is something very like a disgrace 
to the country. After six months appeal for 
the support of the men whom the country pro- 
inised a thousand times over to stand .by, the 
stun subseribed by the whole country is less 
than the sum spent by any one county in 
eye on sports or amusements within the 
ast year.” 


The evicted tenants have great claims on 
hon. Members who advised them in this 
course of evil, and on the people whom 
their sacrifices were supposed to serve, 
and every benevolent man’s sympathy 
must go out to these suffering people in 
their time of misfortune, the more 
especially as they. have been coerced and 
ledastray. There is one thing which I had 
forgotten. There is the Paris Fund. The 


Nationalist party, on the 7th of Septem- 
ber, said that a sum of about £25,000, 
part of the Paris Fund, had been handed 


_over to Mr. M’Carthy on condittion that 


it should be applied solely in the interests 
of these tenants. The hon. Member 
suggested that the evicted tenants should 
ask Mr. M’Carthy to expend it in 


‘re-building houses, re-stocking farms, and 
helping them and their families to get 


back to their holdings. 


Mr. DILLON: If the right hon. 
Gentleman asks me what has been 
done with the money, I can tell him. 


Every penny has been given to the 
tenants, and a large portion would have 
been used for restoring the holdings, but 
we could not get them. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: — Every 
one in Ireland has been aware for several] 
years past that £25,000 has been ex- 
pended on the evicted tenants. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Then, on the 30th 
October, 1899, this paper made these 
editorial remarks 


“We have no desire to re-open old sores 
when we say that the manner in which the 
evicted tenants have been treated in the past 
has been nothing short of a national disgrace. 
Tempted to forsake their homes by voluble, 
but hare-brained demagogues, whose lips were 
slavered with false promises, and who for the 
advancement of the immediate purpose which 
they had in view resorted to methods forbidden 
by the laws of God and man alike, they have 
been heartlessly and cruelly deserted. At the 
present moment a huge sum of money, forming 
a portion of the Paris Fund, lies uselessly in the 
coffers of a Dublin bank, which should have 
heen long since applied to the securing of some 
such permanent settlement as that the accom- 
plishment of which is now taken in hand bya 
number of patriotic and earnest Trishmen who 
realise how hopeless it is to expect that those 
who are primarily responsible for the ruin 
which was wrought will do anything to repair 
the effects of their own blunders.” 


Mr. DILLON: What that 


from ? 


paper 1s 
*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Tim Healy’s paper. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The paper is, | 


believe, a well-known Nationalist organ 
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associated with a well-known and_pro- | 


minent leader of the Irish party ; [ mght 
almost call him a general of division. — It 
is from the .Vation. 1 am not surprised at 
the line which my right hon. friend the 
Chief Secretary has taken. He felt that 
where good work could be done by indi- 
vidual effort it should be encouraged, and 
where reinstatement was brought about 
by agreement between the parties a much 
happier arrangement could he effected 
than where distrust was shown. Before 
I go into that it might be as well to put 
the returns before the House. In the 
twenty years from 1897 to 1899 42.851 
#victions were actually carried out. 


Mr. DILLON: Monstrous ! Most 
awful ! 


Mr. ATKINSON: Of those 28,703 
were carried out before the end of the 
vear 1896. There were 20,000 trom that 
date down to the end of 1899. At the 
present time there are only 2,509 holdings 
in the hands of either the landlords or 
other parties. Therefore there must have 
been 40,000 of those evicted during 
the last twenty vears, the — period 
covered by this Bill, who — have 
heen restored to — their holdings. 
There are at present only 2,519 holdings 
in Ireland which are either derelict or in 
the Jandlord’s hands, and the total number 
of holdings in Ireland is 584,285. The 
actual number of evictions which took 
place last year down to December 31 was 
only 454, the lowest figure that has been 
reached for the last thirty vears. As to 
the planters, they are by no means a 
numerous body. They are men brought 
by a society to occupy farms from which 
tenants were evicted for having adopted 
the Plan of Campaign. On each side it 
is a war measure, but there must be 
thousands of tenants who were either re- 
admitted or reinstated for the first time 
after those evictions. [ therefore take 
exactly the position that my right hon. 
friend the Chief Secretary did upon a pre- 
vious oceasion. | say that this is a fast 
decreasing evil, and that it is not 
decreasing by death or emigration, as the 
hon. Member for East Mayo suggested. 
Although it is undoubtedly the truth that 
under the clause of the Bill of 1886 
very few purchases have been effected, 


yet under the corresponding section of the | 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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Act of 1891 numbers of holdings have 
been sold, and loans amounting to over 
£12,949 have been advanced. In addition 
to that, during the last two or three 
months amicable arrangements haye been 
made between landlords and tenants on 
several Trish estates, and seventy-two 
advances have been made, amounting to 
£12,546. I say, therefore, it is a fast 
diminishing evil, which can be dealt with 
best by voluntary effort through societies 
such as that with which my right hon. 
friend is connected. There are several 
parties interested in the supplying of the 
money, and it would be an absolute 
departure from all precedent of past legis- 
lation to make it compulsory upon any 
man who ownedJand from which a tenant 
had been evicted to take back the 
tenant, whether he liked it or not, and 
to get rid of the tenant now in occupa 
tion. What is the claim made on behalt 
of the tenant who, it is suggested, 
should be reinstated ! It is not because he 
has been evicted ; it is not because he has 
not paid his rent on account of poverty : 
it is because he is a * wounded soldier ~ 
of the Plan of Campaign. 


Mr. CREAN: The seope of the Bill 
would include all. 


Mr. ATKINSON : Yes. But in spirit 
I understood it was confined to. the 
soldiers of the war--to the men who had 
gone out of their holdings tor the pur- 
pose of carrving on this war. 


Mr. CREAN : Those particular 
tenants | said were entitled to the sym- 
pathy of the House. 


Mr. ATKINSON: That is exactly 
what I am endeavouring to convey. What 
I am endeavouring to convey is that the 
tenants who are supposed to have most 
claim on the consideration of the Goyern- 
ment are thosetevicted, not by reason of 
poverty, but by reason of their refusal to 
pay. The hon. Member who introduced 
this Bill appealed to the generosity of 
the Government and called upon them to 
“heal old sores.” If the wish of the hon. 
Member opposite were acceded to [am 
afraid that now, as heretofore, they would 
tell the people whom it was intended to 
benefit that they had nothing to expect 
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from the sense of justice of the Govern- 
ment or from its tenderness, but that 
their hon. Members had wrung from 
the fears and embarrassments — of 
the Government what they could 
not get from their sense of justice. 
This would be held up as another instance 
of successful agitation. That is not a 
very good reason to press upon the 
Government. One of the reasons of the 
hon. Gentleman who moved the second 
reading of the Bill was that the war was 


over. He asked us to treat these evicted 


tenants as wounded soldiers in the cam- . 


paign, and to begin by endeavouring to 
heal old sores. Is the war over? [An 
InisH MEMBER: Donot ask me.| If it be 
truethat the same gentlemen whose victims 
these tenants are are now instigating a 
war for the same object, with the same 
methods, and for the same ends, it is a 
strange time to appeal to the Government 
to legislate in an exceptional way for this 
I do not intend to trespass on the 
time of the House by quoting from the 
speeches of the hon. Member for East 
Mayo passages in which he exhorted the 
tenantry in different parts of Ireland to 
have recourse again to the methods of 
the plan of campaign, to boycott, 
to intimidate (for that is involved 
necessarily in boycotting), to — efforts 
to drive out, destroy, and overcome 
the landlords. In that case it is 
the tenants who suffer —they are the 


Class. 


* wounded soldiers,” as they are described, , 


in that fight. Is it not strange to address 
an appeal to the Government on the 
ground that the war is over, ata time 
when it is raging in another part of the 
field? The hon. Member for Waterford 
appealed to me to consider that the 
Government are responsible for the peace 
of Ireland. 


full weight of that responsibility, but it 
would be impossible for any man who is 
responsible for the peace of Ireland not to 
think twice—however anxious he may be 
to benefit these men—of what would be 
the effect upon the existing agitation of 
passing such a measure as this. If, to 


use the words of the First Lord of the , 


Treasury, we had turned down the last 
page in the history of agrarian legislation 
in Lreland, one might be disposed to look 
tenderly at propositions such as that em- 


bodied in this Bill. But at the very 
time another agitation is going on 
for the same end, I am afraid one 
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Yes, Sir, we are responsible , 
for the peace of Ireland, and we feel the ' 
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cannot help considering what would be: 
the effect of legislation of this kind. One: 
of the direct effects would be to show the 
people of Treland how certain. they were to. 
find that the pledges hon. Members oppo- 
site had given would be redeemed, if not 
out of funds provided by them or by the: 
Irish people, in the last resort by funds 
provided out of the Imperial exchequer: It 
would rehabilitate and consolidate the 
powers of hon. Members who have joined 
in the agitation, and would renew the 
very evils it was sought to remedy. The 
Government think, first of all, that legis- 
lation of this kind is a mistake ; secondly, 
that there is no imperative necessity to 
justify it: and thirdly, that if passed it 
would have a vicious and far-reaching and 
injurious effect. Much, therefore, as we 
sympathise with the evieted tenants, we 
cannot see our way to support legislation 
which would create again the difticulties 
which are in course of being solved. 


*SeRJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 
I confess T cannot say that the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman has surprised 
or disappointed me, because my expe- 
rience of ‘Tory Governments is that while 
they express in words the — greatest 
possible svmpathy for the sufferings of 
people in Ireland, when they come into 
power, and can by legislation remedy the 
wrongs they have so eloquently pointed 
out in Opposition, they change their note 
altogether and their sympathy is con- 
verted into obdurate refusal. [do not 
suppose the caustic language of the right 
hon. Gentleman has inflicted pain on any 
of the hon. Members below the gangway. 
3ut if it has, | think they are themselves 
in some respects to blame, because, instead 
of resting their case upon the solid 
foundation of justice to the evicted 
tenants, they try to appeal to the com- 
passionate feelings of the Government in 
the hope of making them alter the tradi- 
tions of Tory administration. It is per- 
fectly vain, in my opinion, to appeal to 
the present Government, and, therefore, | 
shall merely call the ‘attention of the 
House to what it has to determine 

namely, whether this particular Bill is 
worthy of a Second Reading or not. 
The right hon. and learned Attorney 
General did net point out what 
the provisions of the Bill were, nor did he 
condescend to criticise the substance or 
the form of the measure. There is nothing 
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new in this Bill. We have heard a great 
deal from him about the Paris Fund, about 
hoycotting, about wounded soldiers, but 
we have heard nothing of the recognition 
of some right on the part of the evicted 
tenants of Ireland to be reinstated in 
their farms. My right hon. and learned 
friend has not told the House that this 
Bill does little more than embody the 
recommendations of the Mathew Com- 
mission, which was one of great weight, 
and which went fully into all the cireum- 
‘stances of the tenants’ case in Ireland in 
1893 and 1894. Sections of this Bill 
formulate the recommendations of that 
Committee. With a view of carrying out 
the recommendations of that Commission 
my right hon. friend the Member for 
Montrose Burghs in 1894 introduced a 
Bill which was read a third time by this 
House. 


Mr. ATISINSON: There were no 


wompulsory powers to acquire land. 


*SeRJEANT HEMPHILL: I am going 
to state what that Bill was and con- 
trast it with the present Bill. Both 
Bills recognise the justice of — rein- 
stating the unfortunate evicted tenants. 
In the Bill of 1894 arbitration was not 
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compulsory, but a court of arbitration 


was set up. In all other respects it was 
the same as this, with the distinction 
that this Bill substitutes the Land 
Commission — which is the favourite 
tribunal of the present Government, and 
on which they have built so much ex- 
pectation in the way of regenerating 
Ireland —for arbitration and the Land 
Court will have the option to deter 
mine whether the powers of the Bill 
shall be put in force or not. If the tenant 
has been an unworthy object of considera- 
tion, if he has been houghing cattle or 
doing any of those terrible acts which 
some hon. Members of the House seem to 
glory in holding up to the view of this 
House for the purpose of degrading their 
country, the Land Commission will have 
the full power of taking them into account 
and giving effect to those circumstances. 
I do beg the House in common justice 
to give this Bill a Second Reading, and 
in Committee every blot and defect, so 
as to meet the ends of justice, can he 
amended, 


Question put. 


The House divided: - Ayes, 136: 
Noes, 232. (Division List No. 31.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley -Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 


Bainbridge, Emerson 

sarry, KE. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Broadhurrst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryee, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns. John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 

AB Bo 
‘aldwell, James 
‘arew, James Laurence 
‘armichael, Sir T. D. Gibson 
‘arvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
(Crean, Eugene 


» Serjeant Hemphill, 


~~ =. 


~ 


Crilly, Daniel 
Curran, Thomas Lb. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5S.) 


Dalziel, James Henry 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 


Emmott, Alfred 
Engledew, Charles John _ 
Evans,SirFrancisH. (South ton 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Farrell, Thomas J. (Kerry, 8.) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. } 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
(icey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. ©. Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas, H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holland, Williaa Henry 
Horniman, Frederick Jolin 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur (. 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSir U 
Kilbride, Dennis 
Kinloch,SirJohnG eorgeSmyt!i 


LawsonSir Wilfrid(Cumb land 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 


Macaleese, Daniel 

MaeNeill, John Gordon Switt 
McDermott, Patrick 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 
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M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W.( Yorks.) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu,Sir $. (Whitechapel) 
Morton, E. J. ©. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


4) Brien, James KF. X. (Cork) 
(Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
(’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
(’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Malley, William 


Parnell, John Howard 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickersgill, Edwi ird Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 


Acland-Hood, 
Aird, John 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. Gorge 

Anson, Sir Willian “Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. 


Capt. Sir A. | 


John 


Baird, Alexander 


sree 


John George 


Alfred 


' Redmond, John E. 
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Priestley, Briggs (Yorks) 


(Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | 


Shaw, Chas. E. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westineath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 


Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 


NOES. 


Collings. Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir JohnCharles Ready 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasvow) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Edw.'T. D. 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 


| Cripps, Charles Alfred 
| Cross, Herbert 8S. (Bolton) 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manelrr) | 


Banbury, Fredk. George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

sarry, Rt Hn A H.Smith-( Hunts 
Bartley, George (. T. 
* ach, RtHn. SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest W illian 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Sethell, Commander 
Biddulph, Michael 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Soulnois, Edmund 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H.I’.( Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrie k, I tt. Hon. St. 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
sutcher, John George 


John 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cav endish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles W illiam 
Cecil, E velyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

( ‘oddington, Sir William 
(Cohen, ‘Benj: imin Louis 





Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Currie, Sir Donald 
Curzon, Viscount 
Davis, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir John F. 
Doughty, (ieorge 

Doxford, Sir William 'T. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.( Man. ) 


Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
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Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Trev elyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 


Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

W edderburn, Sir William 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts. 
Wilson, Cc harles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Frederick W.(Norfolk ) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R. ) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) - 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson,Jos. H.( Middlesbrough 
Woodhouse,SirJ T (Hudderst’d 
Woods, Samuel 


Ycung, Samuel (Cavan, Kast) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


AYES— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Captain Donelan 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
(;oulding, Edward Alfred 
(;raham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
(yretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Cull, Sir Cameron 


Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Rbt. Win. 
Hanson, Sir a 

Hare, gf ee Leigh 
Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hill, Rt.Hn. A. Staveley (Statts 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Jolinston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kennaway, Rt, Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon- Slaney, Col. 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 


Win. 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence.Sirk. Daurning(Corn) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 


Lea, SirThomas (Londonderry) 
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Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 


L lewelyns ea | 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Loder, Gerald W = Erskine 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther,Rt. Hon. James (Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, C. (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L.(Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, James 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mas-ey-Mainwariny, HonW.F 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank,SirPowlettChasJohn 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon..J.Seott (Hants) 
More, R J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F.(Monnvthshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 


Words added. 


agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. | | 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR 
THE 


On the Motion for Adjournment, | 


Dr. 
W.): 


can supply any authentic information as | 
to the operations going on at the front # 
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Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 


' Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 


° . | 1° 
Main Question, as amended, put and | No, Sir, 


NEWS FROM | 
FRONT. 


FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, | 
May I ask the right hon. Gentle- | 
man in charge of the House whether he | 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington,R.(Lanes.,Newton) | 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. Horace C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tichards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
titechie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 

tobinson, Brooke 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Jothse hild,Hn. Lionel Walter 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
{utherford, John 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. E. J. 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
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the House. 


Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Rnfrw.) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stewart.SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Theos 


Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxPd Uni. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


| Webster, Sir Richard E. 


is) 
4 


Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. V ernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Are hibald 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh,N. ) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
W yndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke 1”: Arey 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 


Sir William Walrond anid 
Mr. Anstruther. 


THE BOARD 
UITCHIE, Croydon) 


Is it true, as 


_ reported, that General Hector Macdonald 


Mr. RITCHIE: 
a report to that effect, but I do not quite 
’| know what is the hasis of it. 


| is severely wounded ? 


L understand there is 


ae at twenty minutes. 


before Six of the clock. 
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( 


HOUSE OF LORDS. | WESTGATE AND BIRCHINGTON 
| WATER BILL [1.1.}. 
Y 207] One Py en . ( | . : 
Thursday, “2nd February, 1900. | ex MOUTH AND DISTRICT WATER 


soaps | BILL [H.1.]. 
LONDON HYDRAULIC POWER COM- 


ah PANY BILL [1.1.}. 
Petition of Hamilton John Agmondes- | wo si allies Si, 
ham Cuffe, Earl of Desart, claiming a “NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL{H.1. |. 
right to vote at the elections of Repre-| NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM 
sentative Peers for Ireland; read, and VESSELS) BILL [H.1.]. 
referred to the Lord Chancellor to con- | TAFF VALE RATLWAY BILL [11.1.} 
sider and report thereupon to the House. | 


EARL OF DESART. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
LORD DUNBOYNE. WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL [H.1. ]- 


Xeport made from the Lord Chancellor, RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 
that the right of Robert St. John Fitz- GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
Walter Butler, Baron of Dunboyne, to “AND WATERFORD AND CENTRAL 
vote at the elections of Representative IRELAND RAILWAY COMPANIES 
Peers for Ireland has been established to, AMALGAMATION BILL [#.1.]. 
the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor; (;p R47 SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 


read, and ordered to lie on the Table. ' AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK, AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANIES 
SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE. AMALGAMATION BILL [H.1 J. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted (;REAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
the House that Her Majesty had (by RAILWAY BILL [#.1.}. 
Commission) appointed the present and | IMSCHENETZKY’S URALITE PATENT 
future Lords of Appeal in Ordinary, or BILL [u..}. 


one of them, Speaker of the House for 
the purpose of the hearing and determin- 
ation of Appeals and the matters con- , 


Read 2¢. 


> nected therewith, In the absence of the RETURNS, REPOR' 'S, ETC. 


Lord Chancellor or Lord Keeper of the 
(treat Seal, or any former Lord Chan- rane 
cellor or Lord Keeper of the Great Seal. HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS COM- 
MISSION. 
pa ee” a Senn aernten Message from the Commons for copy 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. ‘of the Manuscripts of the House of pen 
mama Volume I. (New Series). Ordered to be 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted communicated accordingly. 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi-| TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES;. 
ficates from the Examiners that the; No, 2382. United States (New Orleans 
turther Standing Orders applicable to the and District). Presented (by command), 
following Bills have been complied with: | and ordered to lie on the Table. 
! 


Bristol Water [H.L. }. 


Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway [H.t.]. SOUTH AUSTRALIA. 


Dorking Water [H.L.]. The Constitution Amendment Act, 
Liverpool Overhead Railway [H.L. ]. 1899, No. 731. Laid before the House 
Manchester Ship Canal [H.L.]. | (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 
South Essex Water [H.L. ]. the Table. 


And also the Certificate that the Stand. | 

ing Orders applicable to the following YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL [1.1.} 
Bill have been complied with : A Bill to amend the law relating to 
youthful offenders, and for other purposes 
connected therewith—Was presented by 
‘the Lord James of Hereford; read 1 ; 
The same weve ordered to lie on the | to be printed; and to be read 2“ on 


Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tram- 
roads. 


Table. ' Thursday next. (No. 13.) 


VOL. LXXIX. [FourrH Srrigs.] ‘ 2 D 


767 Money- Lending 
MONEY -LENDING BILL [H.L.}. \ 
[SECOND READING. | 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My | 
Lords, my duty in asking your assent to 
the second reading of this Bill is, IT am 
happy to say, almost of a formal character. 
Your Lordships will remember that during 
the last session of Parliament a similar 
Bill was introduced into this House, and 
passed through its different stages without 
any expression or recorded expression of 
dissent from yeur Lordships. The Bill 
that is now being introduced by the Govy- 
ernment is almost identical with that Bill. 
There are, however, one or two alterations 
of a purely drafting character, and others 
of not very important effect, upon which I 
need not dwell except just to mention 
them. Your Lordships will recollect that 
when the Bill was introduced last vear I 
stated that it was of such a character that 
great care ought to be taken so as not to 
affect interests with which we did not 
desire to interfere. [knew the difticulty 
of the task of avoiding interfering with 
the interests of those who were not 
sought to he affected by the Bill. I then 
asked for assistance from Members of vour 
Lordships’ House, and even from others, 
so that suggestions might be made to 
remedy any injurious effects that it was 
thought the Bill might produce. [ received 
a great deal of assistance from those whose 
opinions are of great practical value--from 
the Law Society of England, the Faculty 
of Advocates of Scotland in Edinburgh, 
and the Faculty of Procurators in Glasgow, 
and from men of commercial experience, 
who pointed out to me the difficulties that 
would arise if the Bill had hecome law as 
originally framed. The suggestions they 
made were of great practical utility, and 
they were made with the most sincere 
desire to assist the passing of the 
Bill and not to oppose it. I have, 
I hope and believe, met every one 
of the objections to the Bill. [have done 
my very utmost, and the Government has 
done its very utmost, to prevent this 
measure interfering with those who are 
not intended to be reached by it. The 
free circulation of money is absolutely 
essential to the commercial interests of 
this country, and there isa borrowing and 
lending of money demanded by the 
interests of our industrial classes which 


checked by legislation. 
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ought to be encouraged rather than 
[ have, therefore, 
sought to limit this Bill to the evil that it 
has been thought ought to be dealt with, 
and [ have endeavoured to remove from 
its scope every class of the community 
except. those professional money-lenders 
whom we recognised last year were men 
whose proceedings were of an evil 
character. I have done that by means 
of the definition which now exists in the 
Bill, and by special exemption of certain 
classes of fair dealers. Those are 
enumerated. The Bill) of last year 
required that every money-lender should 
register himself as such, and if he entered 
into any contract when he was not 
registered that contract would — he 
absolutely void, and would be set entirely 
on one side, It was pointed out to me 
by Members connected with the legal 
profession that there may be men, under 
that definition in the Bill, who have 
doubts whether they ought to be 
registered or not, and if aman in pertectly 
good faith made the error of ‘thinking he 


‘did not come within the Bill, and if he 


did not register, the effect would be that 
if he had advanced £50,000 or £100,000 
he would, by virtue of that error of 
judgment, lose the whole of the money. 
Well, my Lords, that was a penalty which 
Was out of proportion te the offence. 
Therefore | have, in this Bill, so. altered 
the proposed provisions that non-registra- 
tion shall not vitiate the security, but that 
the offence shall be met by a penalty 
which will be affected in its amount by the 
nature of the offence committed ; that is, 
whether it was intentional or wninten- 
tional. It was also pointed out to me, 
from the same legal source, that if you 
declare void all contracts made by un- 
registered money-lenders, including con- 
tracts in the hands of innocent transferees 
and assignees, it would be inflicting a pen- 
alty upon persons who had not erred at all. 
The present Bill is, therefore, framed in 
such a manner that it will not vitiate a 
security in the hands of a dona fide holder 
for value. Only the money-lender who 
has passed a security to an innocent 
holder can be sued, and the person injured 
must look to the money-lender to recoup 
him, and must not test the matter with 
the innocent transferee. There are 
scarcely any other alterations in the Bill 
except those I have mentioned. In the 
Bill of last vear it was provided that a 
man must be registered in his own name. 
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Under the present measure it is sufficient | Earn CARRINGTON: May I ask the 
for him to register under one name, | noble Marquess whether the report that 
whether assumed or not, but it must be | an armistice has been asked for by 
the name under which he carries on busi- | General Cronje has been confirmed ? 

ness. I purposely avoid entering on the | 

general consideration which your Lord-) THE Marquess or SALISBURY: | 

ships were good enough to extend to this have heard nothing of it whatever. 

Bill when it was submitted last year. As | 
you are aware, this Bill passed through | SETTLEMENT AT CLOSE OF WAR 
stage after stage with the uncontradicted, | TREATIES WITH OR INTERFERENCE 
untested assent of your Lordships, but dee, OF FOREIGN POWERS. 
mands upon the time of the House of Lorp TEYNHAM: My Lords. the 
Commons prevented the Bill becoming question which I desire to put to the 
law last session, I have every reason to noble Marquess the Prime Minister 
hope and believe that the public have | namely, whether there exists any treaty 
made such demands for this Bill that a | with a foreign Power bearing on the 
hetter fate will be dealt out to it in the ultimate settlement between Her 
other House of Parliament, and [ trust Majesty's Government on the one 
that with the assistance of your Lord- hand and the Transvaal and Orange 
ships and of the Members of the House of | Free State Republics on the other 
Commons the Bill will he passed into law’ relates to a matter which has excited 
hefore the close of the present session. some public interest. There is an uneasy 

feeling that when the end of the war 

Read 2 (according to Order), and com- | comes -and we all trust that the events 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole of the last few davs have brought the 
House on Thursday next. end appreciably nearer-—the tovernment 
will not have altogether a free hand in 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAR-—NEWS FROM dealing with the Boer Republies. There 

THE FRONT. is a suspicion that some sort of treaty, or 
Tue Duke or ABERCORN: I should agreement, or understanding exists with 
like to ask the noble Marquess the Prime Germany the effect of which will he to 

Minister whether he has any war news to Secture some measure of independence for 
communicate to the House. the Boers. It is to ascertain whether 

there is any justification for that suspicion 
Tue PRIME MINISTER anp_ that [ have placed my question on the 

SECRETARY or STATE vor FOREIGN | Paper. There have been references made 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALISBURY); | to the coming settlement hy Ministers in 
My noble friend Lord Lansdowne is at their speeches. In his Guildhall speech 
Windsor, but he has sent me the following | On, the 9th of November last the 
telegram from Lord Roberts. It is not | Prime Minister made a remark which 
very conclusive, but may be worth reading | W@s supposed to bear on the subject. 
to the House ; : The noble Marquess said, ss W e seek ho 

territory.” 
* Paardeberg, February 21. ; 
“ Nieto afternoon : was — by a Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: | 
ar rec alssance ce 0 > enemys : 

seslhtets tied I pene a jor it ‘withont a said a great deal more than that. 
very heavy loss, which I was most anxious to 
avoid, Lorp TEYNHAM: That is so, but the 

* Accordingly, I decided to bombard him with | noble Marquess made use of the 

artillery and to turn my attention to the expression, “ We seek no territory.” Ii 
enemy's reinforcements. : A : . , 
“ The result was most satisfactory. The Boers | 18 one thing not to seek territory. It is 
were driven off in all directions, losing a good another thing not to hesitate if necessity 

many killed and wounded and about fifty | should arise to acquire territory for our 

Pee two date ate by Gailway. ‘They | Protection and for the security of our 

say that it was our artillery fire which caused colonies. 1 venture to think that no 


them to abandon the ‘kopje they were settlement, in this case, will be satisfactory 
“ocenpying. . . : _., to this country or to the colonies, who 
“Our loss consisted of two ofticers, Captain have come loyally to our assistance, and 
('ampbell, 9th Lancers, and Lieutenant cao 
Houston, Royal Horse Artillery, and four inen, | 
all slightly wounded.” 


especially to the loyalists of Natal and 
Cape Colony, which does not provide for 
ee 








771 Board of 
the absorption into the British Empire of | 
the Transvaal and Free State Republics. 
Mr. Chamberlain in a recent speech has 


also referred to the subject. He said | 


that 

“Never again with our consent, while we 
have the power, shall the Boers be able to erect 
in the heart of South Africa a citadel whence | 
proceed disaffection and race animosities ; 
never again shall they be able to endanger the 
paramountey of Great Britain; never again 
shall they be able to treat an Englishman as 
if he belonged to an inferior race.””* 
That is a satisfying statement so far as it 
goes, but I have not much faith in’ the 
term “paramountcy.” We have had 
paramountecy before, and it is because we 
have had paramountey and not sovereignty 

the shadow and not the reality—that 
we are at war at the present moment. | 
think it would be more satisfactory if 
Mr. Chamberlain had been able to declare 
that the conduct of the Boer Republics 
had rendered them unworthy of indepen- 
dence, and that therefore, in| ow own 
interests, they would not be allowed to 
retain it. 
to make any premature statement as to 
what will happen at the end of the war. 
I, for one, am perfectly confident that if 
the Government have a free hand they 
will deal justly with the Boers and 
also with full regard to British interests. 
But the question is, will the Government 
have a free hand, or will they be ham- 
pered by some agreement, which we know 
nothing of, with Germany or some other 
Power ! If the answer to my question is 
in the negative it will set at rest a serious 
doubt entertained by the British public, 
hy whom no foreign interference with the 
settlement which will ultimately have to 
come about between this Government and 
the Boer Republics will he tolerated. 


THe Marquess oF SALISBURY: 
My Lords, I understand we have incurred 
the censure of my noble friend because 
we have not announced in sufficiently un- 
compromising terms what we intend to do 
with the two Boer Republics at the end 
of the war. Does it not occur to my 
noble friend that it is a little premature 
to ask such a question? [am not going 
into that subject, nor shall I venture to 
attempt to gratify my noble friend’s very 
natural curiosity. But with respect to 
the question he asks me, | have no diffi- 





*See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth | 
Series], Vol. Ixxviii. p. 622. 
Lord Teynhaing 


{LORDS} 


I do not ask the Government - 


Education Act, 772 


culty in giving a very complete answer. 


| We have no engagements with any Power 


whatever with respect to the course we 
shall take with regard to the Boer 
Republics, and no Power has ever asked 
us or suggested to us to enter into any 
such arrangement. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION ACT, i899 
CONSTITUTION OF LOCAL AUTHORE- 
TIES. 

Lorp NORTON: I beg to ask the 
noble Duke the Lord President of the 
Council whether the Board of Education 
Act of last’ session comes into force 
on the Ist of April; when the Depart- 
mental Committee appointed to con 
sider the — consequent changes _ of 
staff and of organisatoin is likely to re- 
port ; and when he hopes to introduce the 
Bill for constituting the local authorities 
to carry out the new system. My object 
in asking these questions is to let your 
Lordships be thoroughly informed of the 
present position with regard to national 
education. We may hope, new that day- 
light has come upon our great war per- 
plexities, that great questions of domestic 
legislation will go forward, and there is 
certainly no domestic question more im- 
portant than that of national education. 
The time is short, even now, for the long 
debates which are likely to take place on 
the Bill to which [ have referred, especially 
in the other House. The subject has been 
already half dealt with by the Board of 
Education Act passed last session. What 
are now wanted are the local authorities 
to carry out the new system. The law 
will be in a state of complete confusion if 
a Bill constituting them is not passed in 
the course of this session. | am glad the 
subject is in such good hands as those of 
the noble Duke, and Iam also glad that 
the question should come first before this 
House, where it will be discussed dis- 
passionately and free from any of those 
rival claims for a share in these local 
authorities which embarrassed — former 
attempts at legislation on this subject. 


THE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) : 
My Lords, in reply to the question of my 
noble friend, I have to state, in the first 
place, that the Board of Education Act ot 
last session will come into force on 
April Ist next. The Departmental Com- 


“mittee which was appointed to consider 


the consequent changes in staff and 











77: 
org 
Re 
ext 
tiol 
Cor 
thei 
Tex 
ver) 
que: 
am 

Bill 
will 
for 

side! 
that 
it i 
has « 


Hi 
Orde 
Com 
print 


INE! 


Re 
Ame 
to thi 


Sta 
ae NSIC 


heing 


PRIV: 


Mr. 
Report 
Petitic 
case of 
First 
No. 62 

St. I 

B 

Ord 

time. 











773 Petitions. {22 
organisation have already made 
Reports which have been to a_ certain 
extent acted upon, and the recommenda- 
tions are being carried into effect. The 
Committee are now engaged in considering 
their third and probably final Report, and 
I expect that that Report will be presented 
very shortly. In reply to the third 
question of the noble Lord, I am afraid I 
am not in a position to say when the 
Bill for constituting the local authorities 
will be brought in. — It is, and has been 
for some time, under very careful con- 
sideration, but I think it is very probable 
that I shall not be in a position to bring 
it in before the Board of Education Act 
has come into operation. 


LAND CHARGES BILL [H.1.]. 
House in Committee (according to 


Order), Amendments made; Standing 
Committee negatived; and Bill to he 


{No. 14.] 


printed as amended. 


INEBRIATES AMENDMENT(SCOTLAND) 
BILL [H.L. }. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order); an 
Amendment made ; Bill passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be 
considered To-morrow, in order to its 
heing suspended for that day’s sitting. 
House adjourned at Five of the 


clock, till To-morrow, half past 
Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 29nd February, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 


First Reading thereof, Standing Order | 


No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 


St. David’s Railway (Additional Powers) 
Bill. 
_ Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
time. 


FEBRUARY 1900} 


two. 


tric 
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Petitions. 74 
EASTERN METROPOLITAN 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 

“For conferring further powers on the 
South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways 
Company for constructing Tramways and 
widening and altering roads; for using 
mechanical power on their Tramways ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


SOUTH 


AND COATBRIDGE TRAM- 

WAYS BILL. 

‘To incorporate the Airdrie and Coat- 
bridge Tramways Company, and to em- 
power that company to make and main- 
tain tramways ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time. 


AIRDRIE 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION — BILL. 

“To confer powers upon the Corpore 
tion of the Borough of Devonport with 
respect to the construction and working of 
tramways within and near the borough, 
for extending the powers of. the said 
Corporation as to electric lighting, for 
extending the boundaries of the said 
borough, to make provision for the aequi 
sition of Market Ferry and bridge under- 
takings, to confer further powers upon the 
said Corporation with respect to streets 
and other matters, and in regard to the 
health, local government, and improve- 
ment of the said borough, to make further 
provision for the collection and recovery 
of rates, for the borrowing of money ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time : 
to be read a second time. 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 

“For incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Shannon Water and Elec- 
Power Company,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 


PETITIONS. 
GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (EXEMP- 
TION FROM RATES). 

Petitions from St. Mary Abbotts, Ken- 
sington, for alteration of Law; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES). 
Petition from Linthwaite, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 





775 Tteturns, 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES’ OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Barry, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, 1899. 
Petition from Camberwell, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Wath; 
Dysart; Moresby; Harrington ; Cleator 
Moor; Frizington ; Oatlands ; Dunnikier ; 
Hindley Green ; Loftus: Huncliff; Guis- 
horough ; Eston; Dighy : Lumpsey ; 
Codnor ; Slafrenath ; Saxenby ; Rocking- 
ham; Cadeby ; Wharnclifte Silkstone ; 
Kastwood ; Marshay: Skelton; North 
Skelton; Ilkeston; and West Hallam 
Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. 


OWNERS’ SITE VALUES. 
Petition from Poplar, for alteration of 
law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF 
ACCIDENTS) BILL. 
Petition from Poplar, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from East Plum- 

stead; and Leicester ; to lie upon the 


Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BLLL. 
Petitions in favour, from Plumstead ; 
Hull; Merthyr Tydtil; and Colne; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
SILL 
Petitions in favour, from Morpeth ; and 
Southampton ; to lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 


‘each Arm of the Service and for various 


Miscellaneous Establishments [by Com- 
mand]; Referred to the Committee of 
Supply, and to be printed. [No. 67.] 


ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES 
ESTIMATE, 1900-1901). 

Estimate presented, of Charge for the 
year 1900-1901 [by Command] ; Referred 
to the Committee of Supply, and to be 
printed, [No. 63.] 


SOUTH AUSTRALIA (CONSTITUTION 
AMENDMENT ACT, 1899). 
Copy presented, of the Constitution 
Amendment Act, 1899, of South Aus- 
tralia [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. 
Copy presented, of Minute of the Com 
mittee of Council on Education, dated 
4th August, 1899, modifying Articles 15 
and 15* of the Evening Continuation 
Schools Code, 1899 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2382 [hy Command]: to lie upon the 
Table. 


MANUSCRIPTS OF THE HOUSE OF 
LORDS. 

Ordered, That a Message be sent to 
the Lords to request that their Lordships 
will be pleased to communicate to this 
House a Copy of the Manuscripts of the 
House of Lords, Volume I. (New Series). 

(Vr. Hanbury.) 


ARMY (MEMBERS OF EITHER HOUSE 
OF PARLIAMENT SERVING IN SOUTH 
AFRICA). 

Address for “Return showing the 
names of Members of either House of 

Parliament at present serving, or under 


‘orders to serve, Her Majesty in South 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1900. 1901. 

Copy presented, of Army Estimates 
ot Effective and Non-Effective Services for 
1900-1901, with Statements of the varia- 
tions of the numbers of Her Majesty's 
British Forces, explanations of the in- 
creases and decreases in the Estimates, 
the Amounts included for the Colonies 
and Egypt, and the Amounts provided for | 


Africa, the capacity in which they serve, 
and the dates at which they sailed or are 
under orders to sail.”?—(Colonel Milward.) 


BREWERWN LICENCES. 

Return ordered, “of Accounts of the 
number of persons in each of the several 
collections of the United Kingdom licensed 
as brewers for sale, i.e., common brewers, 


| victuallers, retailers of beer to be drunk 
'on the premises, retailers of beer not to 


be drunk on the premises, and brewers of 


Reports, &e. 776: 
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{22 
heer not for sale, particularising each 
class in each collection ; and stating also 
the quantities of malt, unmalted corn, 
rice, ete., and sugar, including its equi- 
valent of syrups, ete., used by brewers of 
heer for sale, and of malt and sugar used 
hy brewers not for sale, from the Ist day 
of October, 1898, to the 30th day of 
September, 1899. , 

“Of the amount of Licence Duty paid 
aud Beer Duty charged from the Ist day 
of October, 1898, to the 30th day of 
September, 1899, distinguishing brewers 
for sale from other brewers. 

“Of the number of brewers for sale 
paying for licences, from the Ist day of 
October 1898 to the 20th day of Sep- 
tember 1899, separating them into classes : 
under 1,000 barrels, at 1:055 degrees 
gravity ; 1,000 and under 10,000 ; 10,000 
and under 20,000; 20,000 and under 
30,000; 30,000 and under 50,000; 
59,000 and under 100,000 ; 100,000 and 
wider 150,000; 150,000 and under 
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200,000 ; 200,000 and under 250,000 ; 
250,000 and under 300,000 ; 300,000 and 
under 350,000; 350,000 and under 
100,000 ; 400,000 and under 450,000 ; 
150,000 and under 500,000 ; 500,000 and 
under 550,000; 550,000 and under 
600,000 ; 600,000 and under 1,000,000 ; 
1,000,000 and under 1,500,000 ; 1,500,000 
and under 2,000,000 ; 2,000,000 barrels 
and over; showing separately in’ each 
class, the quantities of malt, unmalted 
corn, rice, ete., and sugar, including its 
equivalent of syrups, ete., used; and 
stating also the amount of Licence Duty 
paid and Beer Duty charged in each class. 

* And of the number of barrels of beer 
exported from the United Kingdom, and 
the declared value thereof, and where 
exported to, from the Ist day of October, 
I898, to the 30th day of September, 
1899, distinguishing England, Scotland, 
and Ireland (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 127, of Session 
1899.”)—(Mr. Hnbury.) 

Return presented accordingly ; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
69. ] 
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SOUTH AFRICAN WAR-—NEWS FROM 
THE FRONT. 

: Sir J. JOICKY (Durham, Chester-le- 

Street): I wish to ask the Leader of the 
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House whether he can communicate any 
further war news. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Yes, Sir ; just as I was coming to the 
House the following telegram from Lord 
Roberts was put into my hands 

“Paardeburg, Feb. 21, 6.5 a.m.—Yesterday 
afternoon I was satisfied by a careful recon- 
naissance in force of the enemy’s position that 
[ could not assault it without a very heavy loss, 
which [ was most anxious to avoid. Acecord- 
ingly, [decided to bombard him with artillery, 
and to turn my attention to the enemy’s rein- 
forcements. ‘The result was most satisfactory. 
The Boers were driven off in all directions, 
losing a good many killed and wounded, and 
about fifty prisoners, who state that they 
arrived from Ladysmith two days ago by 
railway. They say that it was our artillery 
fire which caused them to abandon the kopje 
they were occupying. Onur loss consisted of 
two officers—Captain Campbell, 9th Lancers, 
and Lieutenant Houston, Royal Horse Artillery 

-and four men, all slightly wounded.” 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): | 
wish to ask the Under Secretary for War 
whether he has any late official informa- 
tion as to the condition of General Hector 


Macdonald. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 

ror WAR (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): | 
regret T am unable to give any further 
details as to the nature of the wound 
unhappily received by General Hector 
Macdonald. As to its gravity, I think 
we may console ourselves with the reflec- 
tion that it has not been described as 
dangerous. We may therefore hope that 
his services will soon be restored. 


TRANSPORTS— EMPLOYMENT OF 
BRITISH SEAMEN. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles 
lrough): [beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty whether any regulations 
have been issued by the Admiralty in- 
sisting upon all vessels chartered as tran- 
sports being manned by seamen belonging 
to the British Isles; and whether the 
Peninsular and Oriental Steam Shipping 
Company and the British India Steam 
Shipping Company’s vessels, chartered by 
Her Majesty’s Government, are manned 
by persons belonging to the British Isles 
or by Asiatics. 

*Tur SECRETARY to tHe ADMLI- 
RALTY (Mr. MAcArTNEY, Antrim, 8.) : 
No such regulations have been issued. 
As regards the vessels of the two com- 
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panies named, a portion of the crews are|Sir Donald Currie that the Empreza 
Asiatic subjects of Her Majesty, but the | Africana neither imports nor exports 


deck hands are European. 


THE TRANSPORT “ PINEMORE.” 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 


Admiralty, with reference to the trans-_ 


” 


port “Pinemore,” with troops for South 
Africa, which arrived at Queenstown 
with her propeller disabled and was 
taken back to Liverpool for repairs, 
will he explain why the more ex- 
peditious course of doing the necessary 
repairs in Haulbowline Dock was not 
adopted ; whether Haulbowline Dock is 
fully equipped for executing such repairs ; 
and whether it is intended, in view of the 
emergencies that may arise in war time, 
to fully equip this dock for the accommo- 
dation of the Navy, and to send vessels 
there for repairs to test its utility. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: The answer to 
the first question of the hon. Member is 
that it was not practicable owing to the 
length of the vessel. 1 should have been 
glad if it had heen possible. The answer 
to the second and third questions is in the 


affirmative, under the conditions whieh 


have been previously stated. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN:  Is_ it 


intended to send other vessels there ? 


*Mr. MACARTNEY : That is the very 


question I have attempted to answer. 


DELAGOA BAY—CONTRABAND GOODS 

NEUTRALITY OF PORTUGUESE 

GOVERNMENT — POSITION OF MR. 

POTT — THE EMPREZA AFRICANA 

COMPANY — BRITISH SUBJECTS 

TRADING WITH THE ENEMY. 

Mr. SCOTT MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies, whether he | 
is aware that a Portuguese company, 
directed and controlled by British subjects, 
alled the Empreza Africana Company, has | 
been and is still importing and exporting 
materials for the Transvaal Government 
at Delagoa Bay; and, whether he will 
take steps to prevent British subjects 
from thus, in contravention of the law, 
directly or indirectly acting in conjunc- 
tion with the Queen's enemies. 


UNDER SECRETARY — or. 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS 


*THE 
STATE For 


(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : | 
Her Majesty’s Government are assured by 


| merchandise, but is solely concerned in the 

| carriage of goods between ship and wharf, 
and that the Empreza Africana has not 

‘acted directly or indirectly in conjunction 
with the enemy. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
‘for Foreign Affairs whether some time 
ago the British Consul at Delagoa Bay 
‘warned British firms against — giving 
succour to the Transvaal and the 
Orange Free State, now in a state of 
war with Great Britain, by assisting in 
the shipment of wool the produce of 
either of those Republics ; whether he i 
aware that such wool is being laden in 
large quantities at Delagoa Bay by the 
Empreza Africana Company; whether 
he is aware that the Empreza Africana 
Company is an offshoot of the Castle Line 
Company owned by British capitalists :; 
‘whether he is aware that the Empreza 
Africana Company is directed from the 
office of Mr. Pott, the consul for the 
Transvaal at Delagoa Bay ; and do Her 
Majesty’s Government propose to take 
any, and, if so, what, steps in the matter. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Such a_ warning 
was issued by Her Majesty's Consul. Her 
Majesty’s Government trust that British 
subjects having interest in the Empreza 

_ Africana, which is a Portuguese company 

will not fail in their duty as declared in 
Her Majesty’s Proclamation of the 27th 
of December last respecting trading with 
the enemy. Her Majesty’s Government 
are assured by Sir Donald Currie that the 
Empreza Company is not directed from 
the office of Mr. Pott. Her Majesty's 
Consul at Lorenzo Marques has been 
instructed to report on the matter. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask whether the House is to understand 
the answer given to the second paragraph 
of the question to be an admission by the 
hon. Gentleman that the company named 
has loaded wool at Delagoa Bay. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : My reply was per- 
fectly clear. In answer to the last para- 


Ss 


graph, I stated that Her Majesty’s Consul 


at Lorenzo Marques had been instructed 
to report on the second paragraph and on 
the whole question. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheftield, 
Hallam): [ beg to ask the Under Secre- 
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tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 


there is any reason to believe that contra- | 


hand goods find their way into the Trans- 
vaal over Portuguese territory otherwise 
than through Delagoa Bay. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: Her Majesty's 


Government are not aware of the exis- 


tence of any evidence to show that contra- | 


band goods are passing to the Transvaal 
om oO 

through Delagoa Bay or other Portuguese 
oD oD e ao 

territory. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Government 
have reason to believe that in respect of 
contraband of war the Portuguese officers 
at Delagoa Bay are loyally carrying out 
the instructions of the Portuguese Govern- 
ment. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : General allegations 
have been made that the local authorities 
fail to carry out as completely as might 
he desired the instructions of the Portu- 
guese Government in regard to contraband, 
but no proof has been produced in support 
of those allegations. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the salary of 
the chief Portuguese officer is only £7 
a month 4 


| No answer was given. | 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs on what date did Mr. 
Pott, consul for the South African Re- 
public at Lorenzo Marques, cease to be 
agent for the Castle Line Steamship Com- 
pany or for Donald Currie and Co.; is 
Mr. Pott still acting as agent for the 
Portuguese Company known as the Em- 
press Africana ; is the Empress Africana 
active in forwarding into the South 
African Republic merchandise of various 
kinds which British subjects are debarred 
from supplying to the Transvaal; is the 
Government aware that the capital of the 
Empress Africana is so largely held by 
British subjects that the policy and 
actions of that undertaking are controlled 
by British subjects ; are such British sub- 
jects or any of them known ; and can their 
action in this matter be in any way 
restrained. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: Her Majesty's 
(sovernment are assured by the hon. 
Member for West Perthshire that Mr. | 
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Pott is not agent either for the Castle 
Line or for Messrs. Donald Currie and 
Company, and that he is not acting as 
agent of the Empress Africana. The hon. 
Member for West Perthshire also assures 
Her Majesty’s Government that the Em- 
press Africana is not, so far as he knows, 
doing anything contrary to Her Majesty’s 
proclamation; and that the poliev of 
the company is so far controlled by 
British subjects that its management has 
been withdrawn from any possible in- 
fluence inimical to British interests. Her 
Majesty’s consul at Lorenzo Marques has 
heen instructed to report any deviation 
from these assurances. 

Mr. STUART-WORTLEY: Cannot the 
right hon. Gentleman answer the specific 
question as to when Mr. Pott ceased to 
hold oftice ! 

*Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot give the 
date. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Was it subse 
quent to the date of the last question 
asked on the subject ? 

[No answer was given. | 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Perhaps 
the hon. Baronet the Member for West 
Perthshire can tell us ? 

Sir DONALD CURRIE 
W.) rose to reply. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is 
not in order to ask a question of a non- 
Ministerial Member in this way. 


(Perthshire, 


COMMANDS AT THE FRONT. 
*Si JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War how many general 
officers of each grade are now employed 
in South Africa, and how many in each 
grade belong to the artillery. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : The general officers 
now employed in South Africa, according 


to their rank there, are—one _ field 
marshal, one general, nine lieutenant 
generals, twenty-three major generals, 


one brigadier general; total, thirty-five. 
Of these officers there belong to the Royal 
Artillery——one field marshal, two major 
generals, and one brigadier general. 
The Eighth Division, now mobilised at 
Aldershot is in command of a_ general 
who is an artillery officer. 
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CONDUCT OF MILITARY OPERATIONS | 

-DESTRUCTION OF PRIVATE PRO- 

PERTY. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, | 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of | 
State for War whether his attention has 
been drawn to an extract from a letter 
from Trooper G. Benton, of the 12th} 
Lancers, to his father (who resides at 
Whaplode, Spalding), in which, writing 
from Enslin Camp on 19th January, he 
says that they (the 12th Lancers) burn 
and blow up houses which the Free 
Staters have left behind, and that the 
furniture and pianos are set fire to and 
destroyed ; and whether the attention of 
the Commander-in-Chief in South Africa 
will be called to the destruction by British 
troops of houses and property in_ the 
Orange Free State. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no official 
confirmation of the statement referred to. 
The proclamation recently issued by Lord 
Roberts shows clearly that the troops are 
hot permitted to interfere with the 
property of the inhabitants of the Orange 
Free State, provided they are peaceful 
and do not resist Her Majesty’s forces. 


ENSLIN ENGAGEMENT—LACK OF 
ARTILLERY. 

*Sir JOHN COLOMB: L beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
that part of the official dispatch report- 
ing that the fruits of victory could not be 
reaped for want of a battery of Royal 
Horse Artillery at Enslin; and whether, 
in view of the fact that the reduction of 
Royal Horse Artillery in 1887 was 
carried into effect against the opinion of 
the then Commander-in-Chief, he will 
now state the name of the individual or 
individuals responsible for that redue- 
tion, resulting at Enslin in the inability 
of a general to reap the fruits of victory | 
gained at so much sacrifice of life. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first part of the question is in the affir- 
mative. In reply to the second, I have | 
to say that the distribution of the three 


urms on the occasion referred to cannot | 


fairly be ascribed to an administrative 
act of the year 1887. 

*Ssir JOHN COLOMB: Was anybody 
now at the War Ottice responsible for the 
reduction, or rather for the recommenda- 
tion that the artillery be reduced ? 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not see the 
relevancy of the question. The hon. and 
gallant Member asks if my attention has 
been drawn to a certain despatch. | 
answer “ Yes.” Then he asks who was 
responsible in 1887 for the lack of horse 
artillery at Enslin recently. I reply that 
you cannot ascribe the lack of artillery in 
South Africa to an administrative act in 
the year 1837. 


DISAPPEARING GUN MOUNTINGS. 

GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) : | 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether our heavy guns now in 
South Africa have been provided with 
the disappearing mountings which are 
stated to have been used with so much 
effect by the Boers during General 
Buller’s last advance across the ‘Tugela : 
and, if not, whether similar mountings 
will be dispatched from this country 
without delay. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. It is 
considered that the disadvantages atten 
dant on the use in the field of this class 
of mounting more than counterbalance its 
advantages. 


CYCLE CORPS. 

GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to. ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether any offer has been made to the 
War Office to raise a cycle corps ; and, if 
so, whether the offer has been accepted or 
declined ; and whether he is aware that a 
number ot Boers are mounted on cycles 
and have proved of considerable service 


| to the enemy. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : Proposals to raise 

corps for service in South Africa have 
been made, but it has not been thought 
The subject 
is, however, being further considered. We 
have no knowledge of the Boers using 
cycles. . 


PUBLICATION OF WAR NEWS. 

Mr. BILLSON (Halifax): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether arrangements can be made for 
important news from South Africa being 
communicated to the public without the 
delay which occurred on Friday, when the 
news of General French’s entry into Kim- 


_berley is understood to have reached the 


War Office at 4.30 a.m., but was not given 


out until 9.45, 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM : It is impossible to 

review and publish news at an earlier 
hour. The Press Lobby only opens at 
9.45. 


IRISH MILITIA—-ALLEGED COMPUL- 
SORY VOLUNTEERING. 

Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN (West- 
meath, 8.) : T beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War how many men of 
the 3rd Leinster Militia Regiment, at 
present stationed at Woolwich, have 
volunteered for foreign service, and how 
many have declined. 


*“Mr. WYNDHAM : All except two of 


those at Woolwich volunteered. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Was any disability or punishment 
put upon the men who refused to yolun- 


Pa J 
teer 7 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
s.): Lbeg to ask the Under Seeretary of 
State for War whether, so far back as 
nd November, 1899, the 5th battalion of 
Royal Irish Rifles (the South Down 
Militia) volunteered for garrison duty, or 
sich other duty as they might be called 
tipon to perform. And whether their 
services have been or will be accepted. 
In putting this question may [I express 
the hope that the House will wish many 
happy returns of his birthday to Colonel 
Baden-Powell at’ Mafeking. 


*“\In. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. The 
hattalion has offered its services, but, as 
in the case of other corps, it has not vet 
heen embodied owing to want of barrack 
room. 


YEOMANRY—ALLEGED BOER SPIES. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: T heg 
toask the Under Seeretary of State for 
War what are the circumstances attending 
the arrest of two yeomen named Buck on 
a charge of being Boer spies. 


“Mr. WYNDHAM: These two men 
have been discharged from arrest and 
given the £5 gratuity which they would 
have earned on completing the period of 
their engagement. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Can the 
hon. Gentleman say what the inquiry 
resulted in? Did it prove the guilt or | 
otherwise of the men in regard to the | 
charges made against them ! | 

j 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: The inquiry re- 
sulted in their being discharged and being 
given a sum which, in ordinary cireum- 
stances, they would not have been entitled 
to until after completing a year’s service. 


PRAYERS FOR SOLDIERS. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): | 

beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether, before distributing 
amongst Roman Catholic soldiers serving 
in South Africa the prayer reported to 
have been composed by His Grace the 
Protestant Archbishop of Armagh and 
circulated by order of Lord Roberts, the 
military authorities have consulted, or 
intend to consult, the Roman Catholic 
chaplains serving with the Army in South 
Africa. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: This matte 
entirely within the discretion of the 
General Ofticer Commanding-in-Chief in 
South Africa. 


is a 


ROYAL ARMY MEDICAL CORPS. 

Sin WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the Under Secre 
tary of State for War whether, seeing 
that no recruit can be enlisted for the 
Royal Army Medical Corps if he is over 
5 ft. 5 in. in height, however otherwise 
eligible he may be, this restriction, which 
prevents enlistment of men otherwise 
eligible in this branch of the service, can 
be removed, 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The maximum 
standard for the.corps is 5 ft. 5 in., but a 
taller man, who might for special reasons 
be eligible, would be taken as‘ specially 
enlisted.” 


ORDERLIES IN) MILITARY 

HOSPITALS. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER : I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War if the 
number of nursing orderlies employed in 
field and general hospitals in South Africa 
is only one orderly for every seven 
patients, and if, in the interests of 
efficiency, it can be inereased to one 
for five patients. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The proportion of 
orderlies to beds is as stated—one to 
seven—-and the Secretary of State is 
advised that that is sufficient. In a field 
hospital the bearer company can supply 


NURSING 
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additional orderlies as soon as an action 
is over ; and as patients are always trans- 
ferred as soon as possible to the hase 
hospital the beds are rarely all full. In 
a general hospital many of the cases are 
always slight, and there is a regular staff 
of nursing sisters. 


NETLEY HOSPITAL. 

CarTain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether it has been brought to 
his notice that the dining halls at the 
Royal Victoria Hospital, Netley, are sup- 
plied with wooden forms without any 
hack support, which are unsuitable for 
invalids; and if he will consider the 
advisability of substituting — barrack 
chairs. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Not long since the 
opinions of principal medical officers as to 
the requirements of military hospitals 
were collected and reported upon by a 
committee. The change suggested was 
not among those proposed. The question 
will, however, be considered. 


VACANT COMMISSIONS. 

GENERAL RUSSELL : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 
the Government intend to give any in- 
dication of the manner in which they 
propose to fill up the vacancies in the 
commissioned ranks of the regiments now 
serving in South Africa and in the forces 
to be raised temporarily for home 
defence. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; a scheme 


will he published very shortly. 


ARMY VETERINARY COMMISSIONS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he has any objection to say how 
many Army veterinary commissions will 
he offered with increase ot horse soldiers, 
and also how many the Department 
was short at the outbreak of the present 
war. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: At the outbreak of 
war there were six vacancies. The 
number of commissions to be offered | 
in view of the increase in the mounted | 
troops is at present under consideration. 
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POSTAL RATES ON GIFTS TO TROOPS 
AT THE FRONT. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the Post Office 
authorities have demanded 7s. 8d. postage 
on half a pound of tobacco which a woman 
in Ireland desired to send to her husband, 
who is serving with the British Army in 
South Africa; and whether the War 
Office can make any arrangements with 
the Post Office, or otherwise, by which 
the relatives of soldiers in South Africa 
can send small parcels to them free of 
charge. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have authority 
to say that if the hon. Member will send 
particulars to the General Post Office 
inquiry will be made, and that if any 
mistake has oceurred it will be rectified. 
The postage for parcels to South Africa 
up to 1 lh. is only 9d., and no duty is 
charged upon them. 


SEPARATION ALLOWANCES—MAR 
RLAGES WITHOUT LEAVE. 

Mr. GALLOWAY — (Manchester, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether the family of a 
soldier whose marriage is ignored by the 
military authorities, and who is detained 
by the exigencies of war from passing to 
the Reserve although his time were about 
to expire, is ignored in the distribution of 
the separation allowances to the families 
of Reservists whose marriages, which are 
also without leave, are recognised }y the 


| War Office. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The wives of men 
married without leave cannot, as a matter 
of discipline, be considered in regard to 
separation allowance; and it is not 
practicable to discriminate between them 
in the way suggested in the question. 


LYDDITE SHELL CONTRACTS. 

Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright 
side): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office if he is aware that 
Messrs. T. Firth and Son, Limited, 
Sheftield, are not complying with the 
fair contract resolution of the House ot 
Commons in executing their contract for 
4°7 lyddite shells, and that the men 


| . . . 
engaged in making them are paid at less 


than the recognised rates of the district, 
and less than those paid by other firms in 


Sheftield : and whether he will take imme- 
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diate steps to secure full compliance with 
the terms of the resolution in question. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.): The con- 
tractors have been communicated with, 
and it does not appear that they are pay- 
ing less than the current rates in respect 
of the shells referred to; but if the hon. 
Member has any facts that he can adduce 
supporting the contrary view I will cause 
further inquiry to be made. 


aa 
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PATRIOTIC FUND COMMITTEE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
any member of the Committee appointed 
to inquire into the Administration of the 
Patriotic Fund is an Irishman or Roman 
Catholic ; and if not, whether, considering 
that Trish Roman Catholics are taking 
such a part in the South African War, 
and that consequently their families are 
likely to be largely dependent upon this 
fund, he will see that an Irish Roman 
Catholic is appointed to look after their 
interests, especially as a large portion of 
the existing fund is invested for the 
benefit of Roman Catholic children. 


The following questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper- 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouth, N.): To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the inquiry by the proposed 
Committee upon the Royal Patriotic 
Find and other similar funds is to be 
directed to the determination of some 
method of general organisation by which 


those funds may be turned to the best_ 


advantage, or whether the inquiry is to 
lw more limited in its scope, and confined 
to the consideration as to how far these 
funds can be drawn upon and most 
advantageously expended in the present 
emergency. 


Mr. M‘KENNA: To ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether in view of 
the expression of public feeling upon the 
exclusion from the proposed Committee 
upen the Royal Patriotic Fund and other 
similar funds of Members of the House of 
Commons who have special knowledge of 
the matters to be inquired into, he will 
ccnsider the advisability of adding one or 
more of such Members to the Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will, with 
the permission of the House, reply to the 
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‘of the fact, but I will inquire if 
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three questions dealing with the Patriotic 
Fund together. As regards the first 
‘question I think the hon. Gentleman will 
\see that there is no subject in the ques- 
| tion referred to the Committee involving 
the distribution of the fund relating to 
' the interests of different religious denomi- 
‘nations. The hon. Gentleman may rest 
satisfied that no such distinction as he 
appears to suggest has ever interfered, or 
ever will interfere, with the adequate dis- 
tribution of public subscriptions among 
the sufferers. As to the second question, 
I am unwilling to give the House a special 
interpretation of the general reference to. 
the Committee which I read to the House: 
the other day, but I should conceive that 
the subjects mentioned in the hon. Gentle: 
man’s question come within the scope of 
the reference. As to the third question, 
I have already explained to the House 
that there are very strong reasons for 
keeping the Committee within narrow 
limits, and excluding from it persons who 
have taken a strong part in the contro- 
versies surrounding the subject. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I wish to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether it is a fact that £35,000 are 
invested in this fund for the special bene- 
fit of Catholic children, and, if so, is it not 
reasonable that a Catholic should be added. 
to the Committee ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam not aware 
the hon. 
may de- 
were so 
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Gentleman so desires. But he 
pend upon it that if £35,000 
allocated they will be so applied. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 


is as I have stated. 


The fact 


WAR RELIEF FUNDS. 

Mr. GALLOWAY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, upon what 
information his statement was based that 
the funds which are being subseribed by 
the public have up to the present been 
even more than sufficient to deal with the 
widows and children of soldiers killed in 
South Africa ; whether any return can be 
made of the money collected for this pur- 
pose by the various funds, both London 
and provincial, and also of the sums dis- 
tributed by them; and whether he will 
request the Committee, which he has 
appointed to inquire into the administra- 
tion of the various funds, to first con- 
sider what is the proper annuity that a 





791 (Questions. {COM\ 
widow of a soldier killed in action or | 
lying of his wounds should receive from 
all sources, in order that a minimum seale 
may obtain threughout the country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think my 
hon. friend has misunderstood the pur- | 
port of what I said the other day, and 
the misunderstanding is one for which [| 
and not he is responsible. All I wished 
to say was that our experience, dating at 
least as far back as the Crimean War, 
seems to show that private benevolence is 
adequate to deal with the widows and 
children of soldiers killed in action. 1 
said nothing of the adequacy of the funds 
now being subscribed in connection with 
the war which is still in progress, and 
which has unknown _ liabilities. l 
think the subjects mentioned in the 
second and third paragraphs would pro- 
perly come under the attention of the 
Committee appointed, and [ hope it will 
he able to deal with them. 


THE ARTILLERY SERVICE. 
*Sirn JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
what military officer is, under the exist- 
ing constitution of the War Office, indi- 
vidually responsible for the sufficiency 
and efficiency of the Artillery services, 
and to what arm of the Service does he 


belong. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
will find the information which he re- 
quires in’ the Order in Couneil of 7th 
March, 1899. It has been presented to 
Parliament. 


*Sin JOHN COLOMB : My question is, 
who is responsible under the existing 
constitution of the War Office for the 
sufficiency and efficiency of the Artillery 
service 2 Does the hon. Gentleman mean 
hy his answer to cover the personnel as 
well as the matériel 7 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The method by 
which advice is tendered: at the War 
Office, and acted upon by the Secretary 
of State, is governed by an Order in 
Council, which [cannot explain by way , 
of question and answer in this House. 


ARMY SERVICE CORPS ESTABLISH- 
ENT. 


2 4a 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
heg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


IONS} 


for War whether any addition has been 
recently made to the establishment of 
the Army Service Corps; and if he can 
state the number of officers of various 
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‘ranks on the permanent list (exclusive of 


supernumerary colonels and quarter- 
masters) at present serving in Great 


| Britain and Treland. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : Yes, Sir, the 


‘establishment was increased last year, 


The number of officers on the perma- 
nent list in the United Kingdom is as 
follows : Five lieutenant - colonels, six 
majors, three captains, twenty-seven 
subalterns. It must, however, be re 
membered that the thirteen — super- 
numerary colonels and seventeen super 
numerary quartermasters now at home 
are all ofticers of experience, who are 
engaged on the general duties of the 
corps. 


ARMY COMMISSIONS FOR SCOTTISTT 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


*Mr. HOZIER (Lanarkshire.S.): [beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 


' whether, in view of the fact that nomina- 


tions to commissions in the Army are to 
be granted to certain schools, the 
Secretary of State for War will keep in 
view the claims of Scotland, and will 
consult the Scottish Education Depart- 
ment in regard to the selection of Scottish 
schools suitable to participate in the 
privilege. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The claims of 
Scotland will not he overlooked, but the 
number of commissions so given must 
necessarily be very small, as it is desired 
not to take candidates at too young an 


age 
age. 


OFFICERS’ COMMISSIONS WOOL. 
WICH AND SANDHURST EXAMI 
NATION, 

ADMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne) : 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 

for War whether, in view of the difficulty 

which exists in obtaining officers, and 
having regard to the number of candi- 
dates who were unsuccessful at the exami- 
nations in 1899 for entry into Woolwich 

Academy and Sandhurst, many of whom 

are the sons of officers and have spent 

years in preparation for a military career, 
he would consider the advisability of ad- 

mitting to Woolwich and Sandhurst a 

certain number of such candidates as had 
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obtained, say, 4,000 marks or more to fill 
vacancies as they occur between now and 
midsummer. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The colleges are 
now full; but if vacancies occur between 
this and June the admission of candidates 


who were unsuccessful at the last exami- | 


nation will be carefully considered. 


MILITIA OFFICERS—VAY, GRATUT- 
TIES, AND PENSIONS. 
Mr. MALCOLM — (Suffolk, 
market): On behalf of the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Member for Dub- 
lin University (Mr. Carson) [ beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
will he explain why a gratuity of £100 
made to Militia officers on the disembodi- 
ment of their regiments (in addition to 
their pay) is not granted to officers who 
have served in the Regular Army and 
have afterwards accepted commissions in 
the Militia ; whether such last-mentioned 
officers whilst serving with the Militia 
only receive the same pay as Militia 
otticers ; and whether the War Office will 
consider the advisability of granting to 
all officers of the Militia alike the said 
gratuity. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Under existing 
regulations Militia officers who have served 
in the Regular Army are given a gratuity 
of £100 on disembodiment unless they 
are in receipt of a pension or gratuity on 
retirement from the Regular forces. They 
receive the same pay as the other Militia 
officers. It is now proposed to give the 
gratuity on disembodiment to all with one 
proviso: where the additional year’s: ser- 
vice would entitle an officer to a higher 
rate of pension he will have to choose 
between that higher rate and the 
gratuity. 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if he 
eal state whether a decision has now been 
arrived at with respect to the granting to 


ex Army officers serving in the Militia. 


the same gratuity as that given to Militia 
officers upon their regiments being em- 
bodied ; and whether the case of retired 
officers of the Regular Army serving in 
the Militia being deprived of their pension 
during embodiment has been considered. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have dealt with 
the first point in reply to the hon. Member 
for Dublin University. With reference 
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to the second point, the retired officer is 
allowed to draw his retired pay for 
twenty-seven days—being the equivalent 
of a yearly training-—in addition to his 
full pay; lut after that period he receives 
only the full pay of his appointment. 


STATUS OF INFANTRY RESERVE 
OFFICERS REJOINING. 
Sir BARRINGTON SIMEON (South- 


ampton: TI beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether 


an Infantry Reserve officer who offers 
to rejoin for service at his depot, 
and is accepted, receives a sum for his 
outfit ; if so, how much, and when is it 
paid to him ; and whether an officer so 
rejoining then holds the rank and place 
in the Army List which he oceupied on 
retirement, and what pay and allowances 
he would receive. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: An Infantry 
Reserve officer rejoining the service at 
the depot is entitled to an outfit allow- 
ance of £100, payable after he rejoins. 
He will hold the rank which he held on 
retirement, but on rejoining he will be 
placed at the bottom of the list of that 
rank in the regiment. He will receive 
the pay and allowances of his rank, but 
will drop his retired pay, or if he retired 
on gratuity a deduction equivalent to it 
will be made from his pay. 


THREE YEAR ENLISTMENT. 

*SIR CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether, 
in order to give the system of three-vear 
enlistment that fair trial which the 
Inspector General of Recruiting has asked 
for it, the Government intend to propose 
for the tlfrec-vear men the extra 45d. of 


pay which is to he granted to the 
Militia. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: This is a point 


which is receiving careful examination. 
The question is complicated by the neces- 
sity of securing full drafts for India. 


ENLISTMENT —UNDER-AGFE 
RECRUITS. 

Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that a youth of the 
name of Maguire enlisted at Leeds in the 
2nd Dragoon Guards in January last with- 
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out the knowledge of his parents, he being 
only seventeen years of age; that his 
parents applied for his discharge, pro- 
ducing a certificate of birth to the general 
otticer commanding the North Eastern 
District of York, but that this officer 
declined to accede to their request ; and 
whether, under the circumstances, he will 
direct Maguire to be discharged if he so 


desire. 


*\In. WYNDHAM : If the man is over 
seventeen the settlement of the case rests 
entirely with the general officer com- 
manding the district. 


Mr. NUSSEY: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether any 
steps are taken by requiring the produc- 
tion of a certificate of birth when readily 
procurable, by inquiries from relatives, or 
otherwise, to verify the statements made 
ly reeruits as to their age ; and if he will 
state by what means, if any, the relatives 
of beys who have enlisted under the 
prescribed age can procure their dis. 


charge. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : On attestation the 
medical officer certifies as to the probable 
age of the recruit. If the recruiting or 
approving officer considers that the man 
is not of the age which he states, due 
inquiry is made. If «a soldier is clajmed 
hy his parents and is proved to be under 
seventeen he is discharged at once ; if 
between seventeen and eighteen, the 
general officer commanding has absolute 
discretion as to his disposal. 


IRISH REGIMENTAL CANTEENS. 

Captain DONELAN: On behalf. of 
the hon. Member for North Cork, I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Otlice whether, in regard to the contracts 
for the supplies to regimental canteens in 
Ireland, and in view of his statement. of 
the 15th instant that general officers have 
discretionary power to make district con- 
tractswhen they consider it in the interests 
of the troops, opportunity will be given 
to local merchants and traders to tender 
for supplies ; and whether in those cases 
where the conditions as to price, quality, 
and terms are satisfactory, the claims of 
local contractors will be favourably con- 
sidered. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : As | 
have already told the hon. Member, the 
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‘interfering with the action of the general 


officers commanding the districts in 
Ireland, or elsewhere, in connection with 
supplies to canteens. 
CapraAIn DONELAN : Will preference 
be given to Irish traders in this matter ? 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: |] 


have only this instant told the hon. 
Gentleman that the discretion is left in 


‘the hands of the commanding officer of 


the district. 


SWIFT ARMED SCREW COLLIERS. 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether the firm of Furness, 
Withy, and Company, of Hartlepool, sent 
to the Admiralty a design for swift armed 
screw colliers fully twelve months ago ; 
whether this design of vessel was approved 
by the Controller; and whether such 
vessels should now be contracted for so 
as to follow any fleet with coal supplies. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: A design for an 
armed screw collier was sent to the 
Admiralty by that firm in July, 1898. 
The speed was 10} knots. The design 
was not approved by the Controller. 
There is no intention of contracting for a 
collier of that type and speed. 


NAVAL  OFFICERS—RECORDS — FOR 
PROMOTION QUALIFICATION. 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty whether 
the time spent by naval officers quartered 
in barracks on land counts exactly the 
same as regards qualification for pro- 
motion as time spent afloat ; whether as 
regards qualification for promotion, lieu- 
tenants who, by keeping regular watch 
when afloat, gain experience in handling 
ships have any advantages over those 
classes of lieutenants who do not keep 
regular watch when afloat ; and whethet 
at the Admiralty such complete records 
are kept as to readily show how much 
time any particular officer has spent on 
shore, how much time at sea, and for 
what period of time he has kept regular 

watches. 

*Mnr. MACARTNEY: The answer to the 
first paragraph is, yes, but not unless they 
have served the full period in a ship of 


| war at sea required by the regulations. 


Secretary of State sees no reason for | After they have done so, the time_served 
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by naval officers in establishments in 
harbour or on shore, such as the gunnery 
and torpedo schools and depots, does 
count the same as service afloat. Of 
course promotion is always by selection. 
The reply to the second is in the nega- 
tive. The reply tothe third paragraph is 
in the affirmative, except that no special 
record is kept of the period regular watch 
has been kept by officers. 
MILITIA’ SERVICE IN BRITISH 
COLONIES. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether in any, and, if so, in which of 
our self-governing colonies the law pro- 
vides that all male British subjects 
between certain ages shall be placed on 
the roll of the Militia; and whether he 
can state what duties such Militia has to 
discharge, and the age during which 
liability for service continues. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): In Canada the Militia 
roll includes all male inhabitants between 
eighteen and sixty, who are British sub- 
jects and not specially exempted. The 
Militia may be called out for active service 
either within or without Canada. In the 
Cape Colony the burgher force includes 
ul males between eighteen and fifty, with 
certain exemptions, and may be called out 
for service within the colony or beyond the 


borders. The defence forces of South 
Australia, Queensland, and Tasmania 
include all British male inhabitants 


between the ages of eighteen and forty- 
tive in South Australia, sixty in Queens- 
land, and fifty-five in Tasmania, and they 
are liable for service in any part of 
Australia or Tasmania. The New Zealand 
Militia consists of all male inhabitants 
between seventeen and fifty-five, and is 
liable for service in the colony. The 
compulsory powers in these colonies are 
not enforced, only those who volunteer 
heing called out for training. 

Sik JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): Are we to understand that 
in New Zealand all inhabitants are liable, 
where only British subjects are so in the 
other colonies ? 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Oh, no; of 
course it only applies to British subjects. 

Sin JOHN BRUNNER: Your answer 
was “all male inhabitants.” 
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CAPE CRIMINAL LAW. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the statute 6 and 7 
Will. IV. ¢. 57, enacting that laws in 
force at Cape Colony for punishment of 
crimes be extended to British subjects in 
adjacent territories up to 25 deg. south 
latitude, is still in effective operation, or 
whether it has been repealed or allowed 
to drop into disuse. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The law in 
question was repealed by 26 and 27 Viet. 
c. 35, which re-enacted its provisions, 
hut made offences triable in Natal as well 
as in Cape Colony. 


CRETE. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eve): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he will lay 
upon the Table of the House a copy of 
the report of H.R.H. Prince George, 
High Commissioner of Crete, upon the 
administration of that island, together 
with a memorandum by the financial 
adviser to the Cretan Government upon 
the revenue and expenditure and judicial 
and executive services during the year 
1899, as well as any other information 
suitable for presentation to Parliament 
communicated to Consul General Graves 
by the High Commissioner. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : No general report 
on the administration of Crete has vet 
been received from His Royal Highness 
the High Commissioner, but when infor- 
mation as to the services named in the 
question reaches Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment it will be presented to Parliament. 


EVASIONS OF THE DEATH DUTIES. 

Mr. BROADHURST: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he proposes to obtain power to prevent 
the evasion of the law relating to death 
duties in the case of estates of great 
values. 


THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks BEAcu, Bristol, 
W.): [think that, judging from receipts 
from death duties, anything that could 
properly be called evasion of the law is 
rare, but I have one point relating to this 
matter under consideration. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Has the 
‘right hon. Gentleman’s attention been 
2E 
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directed to the estate of the late Duke of 
Westminster ? 


[No answer was given. | 


FEMALE FACTORY INSPECTORS. 
Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University): I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for the 

Home Department whether his attention 
has heen called to the report of the prin- 
cipal lady inspector in the Chief Inspec- 
tor’s Report on Factories and Workshops 
for 1898, which shows a_ considerable 
diminution in the number of visits of 
female inspectors to factories and work- 
shops in 1898 as compared with 1895, 
such diminution being assigned chiefly to 
the excessive development of clerical work 
without clerical assistance; and what 
steps he proposes to take to remedy this 
state of things. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WuitE Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : | 
am aware of the fact mentioned, but I 
may direct my right hon. friend’s atten- 
tion to other parts of the same report 
of the principal lady inspector, which 
show that a second clerk has been given 
to her department ; and that changes in 
administrative methods have heen intro- 
duced which are calculated, and which she 
says she confidently expects, to lessen the 
strain of clerical work in this as well 
as in other branches of the Factory 
Department. 


Mr. TALBOT : But there was a diminu- 
tion of visits ? 

*Sin M. WHITE RIDLEY : If my right 
hon. friend is good enough to read the 
later pages of the Report, I do not think 
he will have much fault to find. 


SCOTTISH REFORMATORY AND 
INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department when he 
will take the steps necessary to carry out 
the intention intimated last session of 
transferring to the Scottish Office the 
control of reformatory and industrial 
schools in Scotland. 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have had 
a Bill prepared on this subject, and I hope 
to be able to introduce it within a very | 
few days. 
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CORONERS’ INQUESTS— VIEWING 
BODIES. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he has obtained in- 
formation since 2nd July, 1897, concern- 
ing the opinions of coroners individually 
on the question of retaining the obliga- 
tions upon jurymen to see bodies at 
inquests ; and, if not, will he take steps 
to obtain the opinions of coroners, either 
by application to them individually or 
inquiry through the Coroners’ Society. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have 
nothing to add to an answer I gave to a 
similar question on the 28th February, 
1898, which was to the effect that I had 
received the opinion of the Coroners’ 
Society, which was opposed to any altera- 
tion of the law on this point, and that | 
did not see that I could with advantage 
take any further steps in the matter. 


OWEN JONES CHARITY, CHESTER. 

Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) : I 
heg to ask the hon. Member for the Thirsk 
Division of Yorkshire, as representing 
the Charity Commissioners, whether it is 
proposed that the sum of £2,000 from the 
Owen Jones Charity at Chester is to be 
given as an endowment to the Queen’s 
School at Chester, which is a denomina- 
tional school of the Church of England, 
with a Conscience Clause ; and whether 
it is the practice of the Commission to 
appropriate money left for undenomina- 
tional purposes to denominational use ; and 
if not, on what ground the money of the 
Owen Jones Charity, which is an unde- 
nominational charity, is to be utilised for 
the Queen’s School. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) : The Owen Jones 
Charity was founded for the benefit of 
members of the city companies of Chester 
and their children. The Commissioners 
propose to comply with the request of the 
representatives of the companies and of the 
trustees of the charity, that £2,000 from 
this charity should he applied in aid of 
the buildings of the Queen’s School. ‘In 
return for this 42,000, the companies will 
have the first right to nominate competi- 
tors for four scholarships in the school 
worth from £8 to £16 a year. No de- 
nominational restriction is attached to 


| these scholarships or te admission to the 
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‘school. The Queen’s School is largely 
attended by daughters of Nonconformists. 
The Commissioners do not consider this 
to be diversion of money left for unde- 
nominational purposes to denominational. 
A scheme to give effect to the proposal of 
the city companies has been duly pub- 
lished in Chester, and no objection has 
been made by anyone. 


INDIAN FAMINE. 
Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banffshire) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether the Government, in view 
of the present strain upon the financial 
means and credit of the Government of 
India, will consider the propriety of 


guaranteeing the Indian Loan which 
will have to be raised for famine 


purposes in connection with the coming 
Indian Budget. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Kaling): On the 15th instant I stated, 
in reply to a question from the hon. 
Baronet, that we have no reason to 
believe that either the financial means or 
the credit of the Government of India are 
insuthicient to meet all demands that are 
likely to arise in connection with the 
relief of distress caused by the present 
famine in India. The Indian Financial 
Statement will be made towards the end of 
March, and till then I cannot say whether 
the hon. Member’s assumption—namely, 


that a loan will be necessary for famine ° 


purposes—is correct or not. 


Sir W. WEDDERBURN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will state the total number of 
deaths from the present famine in India 
reported up to date ; and whether he will 
obtain and make public fortnightly tele- 
graphic reports showing the number of 
such deaths, 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: [am glad to 
say that hitherto very few deaths have 
been reported as caused by starvation. In 
the Central Provinces, through the numbers 
receiving relief are larger than in any 
other part of India, the death rate for last 
December was much less than the rate for 
December, 1897, and was not greatly 
above the normal rate. Monthly state- 


ments of deaths due to starvation are re- 
ceived, but from the nature of the case 
they must necessarily be incomplete, and 
any attempt to publish weekly returns 
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‘would be misleading, especially as no 
such returns could be obtained from the 
native States. [am not prepared to add 
to the labours of officers in the famine 
districts by calling for more frequent 
reports on this subject. 


Sir W. WEDDERBURN: | beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will grant a return, in the 
: en 
form standing on Friday's Paper, of remis- 
sions and suspensions of land revenue in 
India during the last two famines. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : I do not think 
it would be advisable to ask the Govern- 
ment of India at the present time for the 
detailed statement which the hon. Member 
asks for. But I can inform him that the 
total remissions and suspensions on 
account of famineamounted approximately 
to 1,520,000 tens of rupees in 1876-7, and 
to 2,130,000 tens of rupees in 1896-7. 
In addition to these remissions during the 
actual year of famine, large remissions 
were on each occasion made during the 
following vear, and as long as the effects 
of the famine required it. 


INDIAN RAILWAYS—CONNECTION 
WITH RUSSIAN RAILWAYS. 

Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg toask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
having regard to the activity with which 
Russia and Germany are pushing forward 
the construction of railways towards the 
Indian frontier, and seeing that this ques- 
tion has not been discussed by the House 
of Commons since the appointment of the 
Euphrates Valley Railway Committee in 
1871, he will consent to the appointment 
of a Committee to examine and report 
upon the best method of connecting the 
Indian ard Russian railway systems, and 
so establishing through railway com- 
munication from Calais to Caleutte. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: My right hon. 
friend has asked me to reply to this. 
The question of connecting the Indian 
and Russian railway systems is one in 
which many important considerations, 
besides that of the convenience of 
through communication, are involved. 
Any such connection must run through 
the territory of the Ameer of Afghanistan, 
and his assent is a necessary pre- 
liminary to the consideration of any such 
undertaking I do not think that any 
useful purpose would be served by the 
2E 2 


s = 


as 
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appomitment at the present time of 
such a Committee as the hon. Member 
suggests. 


Mr. MACLEAN: Is it intended that 
Afghanistan shall always block the high 
road to civilisation ? 


[No answer was given. | 


WOOLWICH COUNTY COUNCIL ELEC- 
TION —GOVERNMENT WORKMEN 
VOTERS. 

Captary NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether, in view of the County Council 
election at Woolwich on Saturday next, 
steps will be taken to afford to the 
men employed there by Government an 
opportunity of recording their vote, seeing 
that overtime is now being worked on 
Saturdays. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Yes, 
Sir. Arrangements have been made for 
such cessation of overtime as may be 
necessary. 


AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION. 

CotonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): I beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Edueca- 
tion whether, in view of the transference 
of the educational powers of the Board of 
Agriculture which may, under Section 2, 
Sub-section 2, of the Board of Education 
Act, devolve upon the Board of Education 
in April next, there will be established a 
department of the Board of Education to 
deal specifically with technical education, 
to which department such powers might 
be transferred. 


THE VICE - PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): The question of transferring 
the powers of the Board of Agriculture 
is, as I stated a few days ago, now under 
the consideration of the Government. If 
transferred at all, they will be transferred 
to the Board of Education, and not to a 
department, and will be exercised by the 
President of the Board of Education. 


ORGANISATION OF THE EDUCATION 
DEPARTMENT 


CoLoNEL LOCKWOOD: I beg to ask 


the Vice-President of the Committee of | 


Council on Education whether his atten- 
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‘tion has been called to the speech in- 
| dicating a method of organising the 
| Education Office, which was delivered on 
| 1st August, 1898,* by the Lord President 
‘in introducing the then Board of Eduea- 
‘tion Bill, and which was subsequently 
officially circulated; and whether the 
| Departmental Committee for the organisa- 
of the Board of Education will be in- 
structed to take, in connection with the 
terms of reference which were assigned to 
them by the Lord President, and were 
communicated to this House on the 12th 
inst., the method of organisation sug- 
gested by the Lord President, namely, that 
a Secondary Education Department proper 
should be established, which in its super- 
vision of all secondary schools would 
necessarily also take over some of the 
duties at present performed by the 
Education Department, togesher with 
other duties at present performed by the 
Science and Art Department, and that 
another Department might be charged. 
with the duties pertaining to strictly 
technical edueation. 


Sir J. GORST: The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. No 
addition to the terms of reference to the 
Departmental Committee is at present in 
contemplation, 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT IN 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS. 

sin JOHN BRUNNER: I beg to ask 
ithe Vice-President of the Committee ot 
‘Council on Education on what grounds 
the alteration of the instructions to Her 
Majesty's inspectors was made in the year 
1891, according to which it is no longer 
required that entries should be made of 
all cases of corporal punishment inflicted 
in elementary schools ; upon what repre- 
sentations the alteration was made ; and 
whether Her Majesty’s inspectors have 
reported the results to be satisfactory, or 
have they made any reports on the 
subject. 


sin J. GORST: No record exists of 
the grounds on which the former instrue- 
tions to inspectors respecting corporal 
punishment were omitted in 1891, nor 
upon whose representations this was done. 
No reports as to the effect of the omission 
have been received from Her Majesty's 
inspectors. 





* See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth. 
Series], Vol. Ixiii., page 666. 
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Sir JOHN BRUNNER: Are we to 
wnderstand that it was a mere accident 
then ? 


(Juestions. 


Sir J. GORST : Things do not happen 
by mere accident in Government Depart- 
ments. 


BOARD TEACHERS’ 
PENSIONS. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON § (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether, where a school board 
superannuation fund is augmented out of 
the rates, a teacher who is in receipt of 
such a pension could, if he had also 
accepted the Treasury scheme, be eligible 
for both pensions. 


Sik J. GORST: The position of a 
teacher in relation to the Treasury scheme 
of pensions would not be prejudiced by 
reason of his receipt of a pension from a 
school hoard superannuation fund. 


SCHOOL 


ST. SIMON AND ST. JUDE'S SCHOOL, 
SOUTHPORT. 

Sik JOHN BRUNNER: I beg to ask 
the Vice-President of the Committee on 
Education whether he will instruct one 
of Her Majesty’s Inspectors to make 
inquiry into the alleged cases of corporal 
punishment at St. Simon and St. Jude’s 
Church School at Southport, in October 
last, one of which is said to have resulted 
in a child remaining unconscious for 
several hours. 


Sir J. GORST: 
inquiry to he made. 


Yes, I 


will cause 


ABSENCES FROM ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOLS. 
Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, 


N.): I beg te ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether, in view of his recent statement 
that about a million children who ought 
to be in attendance at our public elemen- 
tary schools were absent from them every 
day, it is his intention to introduce 
legislation to remedy this condition of 
things. 


Str J. GORST: My suggestion was 
that the remedy for the state of things 
complained of was not to be found in 
fresh legislation, but rather in the more 
= administration of the existing | 
Jaws. 
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MERCHANT SHIPPING—CRIMPING 
IN UNITED STATES PORTS. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade what steps, if any, have been taken 
by him to abate the practice of allowing 
crimps to use and frequent H.B.M. Con- 
sular Shipping Office at New York during 
the times that seamen are being dis- 
charged and engaged from and for British 
vessels ; whether any correspondence has 
passed between the Board of Trade and 
H.B.M. Consul General at New York 
upon this subject, and whether such 
correspondence will be laid upon the 
Table of the House ; whether he is aware 
that crimps and other undesirable persons 
are at present allowed the same free 
access to such office as heretofore ; and 
whether, in view of the gravity of this 
complaint, he will recommend Her 
Majesty’s Government to appoint a small 
commission to visit New York and other 
United States ports in order to report 
fully upon the actual conditions there 
prevailing and the best means of remedy- 
ing the alleged evils. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Ritcutr, Croydon): | 
believe the Consul General exercises great 
care in the management of the Consular 
Shipping Office in New York, but we are 
at present in correspondence with the 
Foreign Office, with a view of endeavour- 
ing to make arrangements to secure that 
undesirable persons are not admitted to 


the office. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: May 
I ask the right hon, Gentleman why the 
pledge he gave last April has not been 
carried out and steps taken to put an 
end to this unseemly condition of things ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: The matter is one of 
considerable complication. I believe there 
has been correspondence between the 
Foreign Office and New York going on for 
months past. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I shall 


call attention to this on the Estimates for 


the Board of Trade. 


(Questions. 


P. AND O. STEAMERS—CREW 
ACCOMMODATION. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he can state the number of 
Asiatic able seamen and the number of 
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Asiatics engaged in the stokehold and 
engine-room of the Peninsular and Orien- 
tal steamship “ Australia”; whether he 
can state the number of places provided 
for the accommodation and appropriated 
for the use of such persons ; whether he 
can state the cubical space and the 
munber of superficial feet measured on 
the deck or floor provided for each man ; 
and whether he can state if the Peninsular 
and Oriental Company are now complying 
with the 210th seetion of The Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894; and, if not, whether 
he intends to institute legal proceedings 
against the said company for such 
default. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The number of Asiatic 
seamen employed on the Peninsular and 
Oriental steamer * Australia ” is fifty-one, 
and the munber of Asiaties engaged in 
the stokehold and engine-room is ninety. 
The number of places provided for these 
men is two, one on the starboard and one 
on the port side of the poop. The cubic 
space provided per man is in each case 
rather over 72 feet. The floor area per 
man is a little over 9 feet. As regards 
the cubic space, the Imperial Act is com- 
plied with, but, as regards the floor area 
there is a deticieney, which will require to 
be remedied if deduction from the regis- 
tered tonnage is to continue to be allowed. 
I have already explained to the hon. 
Members that having regard to all the 
circumstances of the case I do not propose 
at present to institute legal proceedings. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I beg 
to give the right hon. Gentleman notice 
that I shall call attention to this matter 
on the Estimates. 


SEAMEN’S DISCHARGES COMMITTEE. 
Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is in a position to state 
if the Departmental Committee which he 
appointed last year to inquire into the 
question of seamen’s discharges have vet 
finished their inquiries ; whether it is his 
intention to publish the evidence given 
hy witnesses before this Committee, and 
about what date does he expect the Com- 
mittee to report; and whether such 
Report will he presented to the House. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I am informed that 
the Committee to which the hon. Member 
refers has tinished its inquiries, and may | 
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be expected to present its Report at an 
early date. The Report and evidence will 
he presented to the House in due course. 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE 
REGULATIONS. 

Mr. BROADHURST: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether he is in a position to grant the 
request contained in the resolution passed 
on the 17th instant by the executive 
Committee of the Norfolk County 
Council. 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.) : I beg at 
the same time to ask the President of the 
joard of Agriculture whether he is now 
in a position to state the modifications 
which he proposes to make in the order 
re foot and mouth disease in the county 
of Norfolk ; and whether, in view of the 
fact that all the outbreaks have been con- 
fined to a very small area, he can now see 
his way to withdrawing the order entirely 
in the more distarit parts of the scheduled 
district. 


Mr. RITCHIE (for Mr. Lone): In 
reply to the hon. Member and to the hon. 
Member for South Norfolk, who has a 
similar question on the Paper, my right 
hon. friend asks me to state that under 
existing circumstances the entire with- 
drawal of the existing restrictions from 
any portion of the scheduled district 
could not but be attended with consider- 
able danger of the extension of foot and 
mouth disease to other parts of the 
country. He proposes, however, to issue 
an order to-day permitting, under certain 
conditions, the movement of stock for the 
purposes of feeding, isolation, and lambing 
within the outlying portions of the dis- 
trict, and also the movement of stock 
into those portions in cases where excep- 
tional difficulty and hardship at present 
exist. The order will come into opera- 
tion on Saturday. 


TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION 
WITH SCOTLAND. 

*Sirn J. LENG (Dundee) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, if he can state 
the length of time during which tele- 
graphic and telephonic communication 
hetween London and the north of 
England and Scotland was interrupted in 
consequence of the recent storm; the 
number and mileage of the wires blown 


Questions. S08: 
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down ; the number of messages delayed ; 
whether there is any prospect of similar 
extensive and prolonged interruptions 
being prevented by the substitution of 
underground for overhead wires; and 
whether as, during the recent storm 
Scotland received its earliest messages 
and news of the war by under-sea cables 
from Ireland via Dublin and Belfast, he 
will consider the expediency of establishing 
an under-sea telegraph cable, in sufficiently 


Questions. 


deep water to keep clear of anchorages, , 


hy the east coast from London to Edin- 
burgh, Dundee, and Aberdeen. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : I 
heg at the same time to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether, considering 
the loss and annoyance caused through 
the absence of telegraphic and telephonic 
communication between Scotland and 
England during the recent storm, and 
which oceurs at times throughout the year 
owing to the wires being carried overhead 
to-day just as they were twenty or thirty 
years ago, he will consider the advisability 
of providing an emergency underground 
circuit, similar to that in Germany, con- 
necting London with the principal cities 
in the provinces, which, being impervious 
to all meteorological convulsions, could be 
safely employed under extraordinary 
circumstances. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
ton): The period of interruption has 
varied considerably in the case of different 
towns, and it is impossible at present to 
give details in regard to the number and 
mileage of the wires blown down or the 
number of messages delayed. The storms 
have been of almost wnexampled extent 
and severity. Until the recent storm 
there had not been a general interruption 
of telegraphic communication with Scot- 
land since 1886. The want of any form 
of insulated wire which could be provided 
at a reasonable cost, and would give even 
moderately satisfactory results from a 
telegraphic point of view, prevented the 
Postmaster General for many years from 
laying down long underground lines ; but 
he took steps to minimise as much as 
possible the risk of total interruption of 
the overground lines by erecting them 
along distinct and separate routes, and by 
providing reserve wires. On the intro- 


duction of a new form of insulated wire | 


{22 FEBR 


‘not free from defects ; 
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at a moderate price, which gave promise 
of satisfactory results in telegraphy, he 
had it tried, and then proceeded to lay 
down a line of no less than seventy-six 
wires from London to Birmingham. This 
line, which has taken about three years to 
construct, is now on the point of comple. 
tion. It passes underground through that 
part of the country which is subject to the 
most destructive gales, and it will give an 
increased measure of stability to the 
whole telegraph system. Notwithstanding 
the advantages which the new form of 
insulated wire possesses over the old, it is 
and some unfore- 
seen electric difficulties have presented 
themselves. The Postmaster General is 
not prepared to entertain the suggestion 
that a submarine cable should be laid in 
the North Sea to maintain telegraphic 


communication between London and 
Scotland. 
OFFICIAL RECOGNITION OF POSTAL 


EMPLOYEES’ ORGANISATIONS. 

Mr. M‘GHEE (Louth, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the ‘Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
his attention has been directed to the 
fact that the Postmaster General of New 
Zealand has acceded to the request of the 
members of the New Zealand Post and 
Telegraph Association, and decided that 
official recognition be given to their com 
bination ; and whether it is the intention 


of the Postmaster General to make a 
similar concession to the — Postal 
Telegraph Clerks’ Association of the 


United Kingdom. 


Mr. HANBURY : The precise meaning 
intended to be attached to the expression 
“ official recognition” is not clear. The 
Postmaster General is at all times ready 
to consider any representations made, 
whether collectively or individually, by 
persons in the employment of the De 
partment, and it not necessary for 
any person, in order to obtain a hearing, 
to associate himself either formally or in 
formally with others. But all classes of 
Post Office servants have full liberty to 
form themselves into associations for any 
legitimate purpose, and any representations 
from such bodies will be duly considered, 
if conveyed in suitable terms and through 
the usual official channels. All those by 
whom, or on whose behalf, the representa- 
tions are made must of course be in the 
service of the Department and the 


1S 
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questions raised must be such as directly 
affect all those represented. 


LIVERPOOL FEMALE TELE- 
GRAPHISTS. 

Mr. M‘GHEE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is in 
receipt of a petition, forwarded on 15th 
November, 1899, from the female tele- 
graphists at Liverpool, in reference to the 
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the Postmaster General, whether he jis 
aware that inconvenience is caused to 
depositors in the Post Office Savings 


| Bank in Ireland by reason of the fact that 


amalgamation of counterwomen and female | 


telegraphists ; and whether he is now in a 
position to reply to the same. 


Mr. HANBURY: The petition has 
been received, and the memorialists have 
been answered. 


HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS COMMIS. 
SION—HOUSE OF LORDS’ REPORTS. 

Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury if his 
attention has been drawn to the fact that 
a volume of historical manuscripts, in 
continuation of those already issued by 
the Historical Manuscripts Commission, 
has appeared as an independent volume 
issued exclusively by the House of Lords, 
and that Members of the House of Commons 
have notreceived thisvolume ; and whether 
he will make arrangements that this 
volume will be issued to Members of the 
House of Commons amongst their Parlia- 
mentary Papers, as previous volumes have 
been issued. 


Si J. W. MACLURE (Lancashire, 
Stretford) : I beg at the same time to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
copies of the House of Lords Manuscripts, 
Volume 1 (New Series), 1693-1695, will 
be made available for Members of the 
House of Commons in the same way as 
to Members of the Upper House. 


Mr. HANBURY: Although these 
manuscripts are now being calendered 
and issued at the expense of the Vote for 
the House of Lords, the expenditure of 
the Historical MSS. Commission being 


applications for withdrawals have to he 
made to London ; and whether the Post- 
master General can so arrange for with- 
drawals to be sanctioned by the Secretary 
to the Postmaster General, Dublin. ) 


Mr. HANBURY: In most eases there 
is little, if any, greater delay in with- 
drawing money under the present system 
than if such withdrawal could be sane- 
tioned from Dublin, instead of from 
London. On the other hand, if the 
Irish savings bank accounts were kept at 
Dublin, money could no longer with equal 
facility be deposited in or withdrawn 
from these accounts at the post offices in 
England or Scotland ; and the loss of this 
convenience would give rise to much dis- 
satisfaction, 


TELEPHONING CABLEGRAMS. 
*Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether, in view of 
the hindrance: to business experienced hy 


'merchants, especially in the American 


trade, from the postal regulations which 
prohibit the cables companies from. tele- 
phoning cablegrams received after Iusi- 
ness hours to the addresses, though re- 
quested by them to do so, and which 
equally prohibit the latter from  tele- 
phoning direct replies for transmission hy 
cable, he has now made arrangemeits 
whereby the use of the telephone may no 
longer be denied to subscribers ; and 
whether, if he has any fear that the 
revenue may suffer in consequence of such 
permission, he will communicate with the 
cable companies, the National Telephone 
Company, and the merchants interested, 
with a view to safeguarding any rights 
which the Post Office may possess in the 


| matter. 


restricted to documents in private hands, | 


I think they are practically a portion of | ; : 2 
; I : I |The matter is, however, not free from 


the general series, and I will arrange for 
their issue to Members in the same way 
as the other volumes. 


IRISH POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK. 
Mr. HAYDEN: 


Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 


[ beg to ask the} 


Mr. HANBURY: As I promised the 
hon. Member last week, the Postmaster 
General is considering the whole question. 


difficulty, and an immediate decision is 
not practicable. 


FLINTSHIRE TELEPHONE SERVICE, 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
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the Postmaster General, what progress 
has been made in establishing telephone 
trunk lines and exchanges in Flintshire. 


Mr. HANBURY: Telephone ex- 
changes have been established by the 
National Telephone Companyat five places 
in Flintshire, namely, Buckley, Connah’s 
Quay, Holywell, Mold, and Rhyl. 
is trunk communication with all these, 
except Holywell. A trunk circuit to 
Holywell is now being provided. Steps 
are being taken to open an exchange at 
Flint. 


COUNTY COURT JURISDICTION, 
*\Irn. MONK (Gloucester): I beg to 


ask Mr, Attorney General whether the | 


plea for time to enable Her Majesty’s 
(sovernment to consider and develop a 
proper system of jurisdiction for the 
county courts which would he satisfactory 
to the country, put forward by him on 
28th February, 1899, as an inducement 
to the House of Commons to reject a 
resolution in favour of an extension of such 
jurisdiction, has resulted in the prepara- 
tion of any such scheme ; and whether 
he is prepared during the present session 
to bring in a Bill in furtherance of that 
object ; if not, what are the obstacles to 
such course. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RicHARD WEBSTER, Isle of Wight): I 
have communicated with the Lord Chan- 
cellor upon my hon. friend’s question, and 
I regret it is not in my power to promise 
any legislation during the present session 
upon the subject of the extension of 
county court jurisdiction. 


*Mr. MONK: In consequence of the | 


reply of my hon. and learned friend, | 
beg to give notice that I will to-morrow 


ask leave to bring in a Bill dealing with | 


the subject. 


NEW LONDON MUNICIPALITIES. 

Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) : I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General whether, re- 
garding the terms of Clause 2, Sub- 


section 4, of the London Government | 
Act, 1899, the mayor and aldermen of | 
he | 


each metropolitan borough must 
chosen from those who have a qualifi- 
cation within that particular borough, or 
whether they may be chosen from all 
those who have a qualification within the 
county of London. 
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There | 
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| Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: The 
| mayor and aldermen must be chosen from 
those who have a qualification within the 
particular borough. 


BELFAST FAIR RENT APPEALS. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): | 
heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
| Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, with refer- 
ence to the appeal fair rent cases listed 
for hearing by the Chief Land Commis- 
‘sion at its last or present sitting at 
Belfast, whether he will state how many 
of these appeals have been disposed of ; 
in how many eases have the fair rents fixed 
| by the Sub-Commissioners been reduced, 
| confirmed, or increased, respectively ; also 
the names of the Chief Commissioners 


| who constituted the court at its Belfast 
| sitting. 
THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 


IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.) (for Mr. G. W. Batrour) : There 
| were sixty-three cases for hearing by the 
Commissioners at their sitting to dispose 
of fair rent appeals at Belfast during the 
present month. In forty-eight of these 
cases the rents fixed by the Sub-Commis- 
sioners were increased, in two they were 
reduced, and in seven they were aftirmed. 
In four cases judgment was reserved, and 
in two cases the originating notices were 
dismissed. The names of the Commis- 
sioners who constituted the court are 
within the knowledge of the parties in 
the cases dealt with at the sitting, their 
solicitors, and the public generally. It 
is therefore apparent that the inquiry at 
the end of the question has not been put 
for the purpose of eliciting information, 
but with a view to marking an invidious 
distinetion between different members of 
' the Land Commission, and this being so 
I must respectfully decline to answer this 
portion of the question. 


IRISH CENSUS. 

Mr HAYDEN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether it 
is the intention of the Government to 
introduce a Bill to authorise the taking of 
the census in Ireland in 1901 ; and, if so, 
| when will it be introduced. 


| Mr. ATKINSON: A Bill is in pre- 


| paration, and will be introduced as soon 
| as practicable, 
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SHILLELAGH UNION NIGHT NURSE. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
usk the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the guardiars of Shillelagh Union 
have repeatedly advertised for a trained 
night nurse for their workhouse infirmary 


at a salary varying from £30 to £50 | 


a year, with rations and a furnished apart- 
ment, and having failed to procure one, 
they appointed an untrained person as 
purse; will he explain why the Local 
Gevernment Board have twice declined 
to sanction her appointment cn the 
ground that she had no experience, and 
have requested the medical officer of the 


workhouse to requisition the master of | 


the workhouse, under the Nursing Order 
of 1897, to obtain temporarily a trained 
nurse, which entails a heavy expense on 
the ratepayers: and whether, as the 


guardians maintain that in their small | 
institution a trained night nurse is wholly | 


unnecessary, the Local Government Board 


will be requested to reconsider their order | 
to the medical officer to have a trained | 


night nurse temporarily appointed. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFOUR) 
the first and second paragraphs are 
substantially correct. It appears that 
there are at present under medical treat- 
ment in the infirmary about sixty 
patients, and the Local Government 
Board are of opinion that as there is no 
trained nurse in the workhouse, it is 
essential for the safety and care of the 
sick that the night nurse to be appointed 
should be a properly qualified nurse. 
The guardians should advertise again, 
and, if necessary, offer a higher salary so 
as to secure the services of a trained 
nurse, and they should bear in mind that 
if they appoint a nurse possessing the 
prescribed qualifications, one half of her 
salary will be paid from the Local 
Taxation Fund. 


ANNALY ESTATE, CO. LONGFORD. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
leg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the number of tenants whose 


applications to purchase their farms on | 
the Annaly (County Longford) estate were | 


refused ; whether he is aware that in 
1894 a large number of tenants on this 
estate signed undertakings to purchase 


{COMMONS} 


The facts as stated in| 


promise of the receiver that in two years 
the sales would be completed; and 
whether he will call for an inquiry into 
the conduct of the receiver, or can he 
indicate how these tenants can obtain 
redress. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W., 
| BALFouR): As regards the first and third 
paragraphs, | must refer to my reply to 
the hon. Member’s previous question of 
| Tuesday last on the same subject, to 
| which I have nothing to add. The Land 
Judge has no information as to the second 
paragraph. 





Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Has the right 
hon. Gentleman personally inquired into 
this matter? [am told that the infor- 
mation he gave me is entirely wrong. 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, I have not 


inquired, and I do not intend to. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Leave it to 
the Castle. : 


CAVAN LAND APPEALS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
| whether he can state the number ot cases 
of appeal from decisions of Land Sub- 
Commissioners now pending in Cavan 
county; whether any arrangements 
have been made for the sitting of the 
Appeal Court in Cavan during the month 
of March ; and whether, considering the 
importance of expediting these cases, he 
will make representations to the Court to 
hold a sitting in Cavan at an early date. 


Mr. ATKINSON: There are 468 
cases in which appeals are pending from 
County Cavan. No sitting for the hear- 

‘ing of appeals from that county has been 
| arranged for the coming month. The 
| sittings of the Commissioners tor the 
| hearing of fair rent appeals after Easter 
|have not yet been detinitely arranged, 
| but it is probable that a sitting for the 
‘County Cavan will be included among 
| their fixtures after Easter. I have no 
power to interfere with the arrangements 
| of the Commissioners. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the Commis- 
| sioners have fixed a sitting for Mullingar 
| on March 14th ? Will he not make repre- 


| 


er ate : aes 
through the Land Commission on the | sentations to them to expedite matters ‘ 
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Mr. ATKINSON: It is not the 


business of the Executive Government to 
interfere with the Commissioners as to the 
conduct of their business. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ACT 
1898 AMENDMENT. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he can give the date on which he proposes 
to introduce the short Bill to amend the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898 ; 
and whether any statement will be made 
on the subject before the close of the 
current financial half year, or whether any 
change in the incidence of rates on town 
holdings will be included in the provisions 
of the promised Bill. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I cannot at present 
fix a date for the introduction of the Bill 
in question, but it will he introduced at 
as early a date as possible. Pending the 
introduction of the measure I ean make 
no statement as to its contents. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: 


before Easter / 


Can it be done 


Mr. ATKINSON : I cannot say. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: May we 
assume it will be introduced under the 
Ten Minutes Rule ? 


[No answer was given. | 


IRISH RATE RECEIPT BOOKS. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Local 
Government Board have failed to pre- 
scribe in the new rate receipt hooks and 
demand notes any special column showing 
the ordinary sanitary expenses for the 
half of which the landlord is liable : and, 
if not, whether he can state if steps will 
he taken to remedy this omission. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BaL- 
FOUR): Special columns are provided in 
the prescribed form of demand note for 
showing the amount assessed in respect 
ot every separate public health charge. 
The county councils and their officers are 
responsible if there has been in any 
instance an omission to properly fill up 
these forms. The Local Government 
Board have held that the expression 
“Public Health Charge” in Section 54 , 
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(9) of the Local Government (Ireland) 
Act, 1898, only embraces separate or 
excluded charges. “ Ordinary,” that is 
to say, general public health expenditure 
was taken into account in fixing the 
standard poor rate, which tenants wader 
existing tenancies can deduct, and the 
tenants do not appear to be entitled to 
make any additional deduction on account 
thereof from the rents paid by them. 


OGILBY'S ESTATE. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether, 


with reference to the case of J. Bess- 
borough, tenant, and the Trustees 


Ogilby’s Estate, landlord, his attention 
has been called to the observations of 
Mr. Commissioner Murrogh O’Brien, being 
one of the Land Commissioners, before 
whom the case was heard ; whether he is 
aware that the tenant at his own expense 
erected the buildings, and that he was 
charged an extra amount on the build. 
ings, as they were an accommodation to 
the grocery and public house, but no evi 
dence was given to show that the building 
increased in consequence the value of the 
holding as an agricultural farm, and that 
the Commissioner considered the extra 
charge contrary to law; and whether 


‘he will consider the desirability of having 


the law amended so as to protect the 
tenant from imposition of extra rent ot 
his agricultural holding for any reason 
not applicable to the increased value of 
his agricultural farm. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr G. W. 
BaLrour): The judgment of the majority 
of the Court delivered by Mr. Commis 
sioner FitzGerald, Q.C., as well as the 
observations — of Mr. Commissione! 
O’Brien, who dissented, in the re 
ferred to, appear to have been reported 
in the public press of the 13th instant. 
The Act of 1896 contains provision 
adequate to protect the tenant from being 
rented on his improvements. — If the law 
has heen incorrectly interpreted by the 
Land Commissioners it is open to the: 
tenant to appeal. 


ease 


IRISH AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION. 
Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: I beg to ask 
the Vice-President of the Agricultural De 
partment for Ireland, with reference to the 
utterance vecently made at Glasnevin 
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Model Farm by the Resident Commis- | 


sioner of National Education, whether any 
model farm or schools for teaching dairy 
or agricultural pupils will be established 
in the north of Ireland: and, if so, 
whether some of such model farms or 
schools will be placed in the counties of 
Antrim and Down. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT ror 
IRELAND (Mr. PiunKett, Dublin Co., 
S.): It is too early to say what course 
will be taken by the new Department, 
when fully constituted, for the develop- 
ment of agriculture in the North of Ire- 
land. [can think of no reason why the 
two counties referred to by the hon. 
Member should he specially attended to 
or specially neglected by the Department. 


Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.): Is it not the fact that the right hon. 
Gentleman has been in correspondence 
with certain county councils in the 
province of Munster in relation to the 
proposed agricultural institute for that 
province 4 


Mr. PLUNKETT: Yes. The sum of 
£10,000 was specifically allotted in the 
Act for the purposes of an agricultural 
institute in Munster, and that places it on 
a different footing from the other three 
provinces. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he can now state 
when a Committee will be appointed to 
inquire into the Standing Orders. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: The usual steps 
to appoint the Committee are being 
taken. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, seeing that it is the 
practice of the House that Estimates 
should be presented within ten days after 
the opening of Committee of Supply, 
he will explain why, although ten days 
have now elapsed, neither Army, Navy, 
Civil Service, nor Revenue Estimates have 
heen presented. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Civil 


Service and Navy Estimates were laid in 
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dummy on the 8th and 9th of the present 
month. The Army Estimates have been 
laid to-day. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: But according to 
the rule of the House the circulation of 
the Estimates is contemplated within ten 
days of the opening of Parliament. Yet 
none of these Estimates are in our hands. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
venture to say precisely what is the object 
of a resolution passed so long ago as 1821, 
but we have followed the practice con- 
stantly adopted by preceding Govern- 
ments. It is actually impossible to pre- 
pare the Estimates and circulate them ten 
days after the opening of the session, 
when the session begins as early as in the 
present year. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Is there any case 
on record in which the House has been in 
session more than three weeks and yet 
the Estimates are not ready ! 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should think 
there are cases, but, as I said before, if 
the House, for exceptional reasons, meets 
exceptionally early, as was the case in the 


present year, it is absolutely impossible 


for the Departments concerned to get the 
Estimates ready at the time suggested. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman what the business will be 
to-morrow and in the early days of next 
week ; and also when the Civil Service 
Estimates will be in the hands of Mem- 
bers! By‘some mistake of the printers, | 
suppose, the Vote on Account was circu- 
lated this morning, and, of course, the 
Vote on Account cannot be considered 
until the Estimates on account of which 
the Vote is proposed are in the hands ot 
Members. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): Will the whole of the 
Estimates be delivered to this House at 
a reasonable time before the Budget ! 
That is the material point. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the 
whole of the Estimates will be in the 
hands of Members a reasonable time he- 
fore the Budget is introduced. The Civil 
Service Estimates will be at the Vote 
Office on Saturday, and I suppose they 
will be circulated on Monday morning. I 
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think the right hon. Gentleman has com- 
mitted himself rather 
doctrine that we ought not to take the 
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rashly to the | 


Vote on Account until the Civil Service , ' 
are concerned it makes no difference to 


Estimates are in the hands of Members. 
Iam not sure there is any rule or prac- 
tice to that effect. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Is there any precedent for doing it ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. I believe 
there was a precedent in 1890. It 
clearly not very important, when Members 
are discussing the Vote on Account, to 
have the precise Estimates for the year. 
I hope, therefore, the right hon. Gentle- 
man will not raise any objection to our 
taking the Vote on Account to-morrow. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[ think it is likely there will be objection. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If objection is 
to be raised I think I ought to take Bills 
to-night and put the Civil Service Esti- 
mates down for to-morrow. I should 
wish to meet the views of the House on 
this subject. 


Mr. CALDWELL: How can it be 
possible to discuss the Vote on Account if 
the Estimates are not in the hands of the 
Speaker? How can he tell whether the 
subject upon which it is proposed to raise 
a discussion comes under the Estimates 
without seeing them ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Chairman 
Committees will have to deal with that. 


is 


of 


Mr. CALDWELL : Is there any prece- 
dent for taking a Vote on Account with- 
out the Estimates being in the hands of 
the Chair ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, there are prece- 
dents for taking a Vote on Account 
before the Estimates are circulated. 

H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


is the business for next week 14 


SIR 
What 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We propose to 
take the Navy Estimates on Monday. 

Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
And when will the Navy Estimates be in 
the hands of Members ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: To-morrow 
evening. This arrangement is, I believe, 
strictly in accordance with precedent. 
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with this amount of knowledge and notice. 
With regard to the business to-morrow 
night I am very anxious to get the views 
of the House. So far as the Government 


us which course we take, but I think that 


‘probably the better plan will be to take 


They are constantly being introduced | 


the Civil Service Estimates to-night, and 
the Vote on Account to-morrow. I think 
we should settle this now. 

*Sir JOHN COLOMB: With regard 
to the Navy Estimates, which are to be 
taken on Monday, will the First Lord of 
the Admiralty make his statement with 
Mr. Speaker in the chair or after ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think my 
right hon. friend proposes this year to 
follow the precedent which he has him- 
self set on more than one occasion, and 
to make his statement with the Speaker 
in the chair. 

Sir U. KAY -SHUTTLEWORTH 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe): I presume that 
under those cireumstances there will be 
an adjournment after the First Lord’s 


statement, as there was on the last 
occasion. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 


that that adjournment was due to the 
fact that on that occasion the Estimates 
had not been circulated. On this oceasion 
they will, I hope, be in the hands of 
Members in sufficient time to enable them 
to make a general survey of the questions 
raised. 


Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman has spoken of 
varying the programme to-night by taking 
Bills instead of Civil Service Estimates. 
May I point out that, as no one expected 
these Bills to come on, such a course 
would be attended with the greatest in- 
convenience ? In some of these Bills, such, 
for instance, as the Companies Bill, there 
is a great amount of interest, and many 
Members interested are not present. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Is not the right 
hon. Gentleman assuming that the Civil 
Service Supplementary Estimates will be 
voted in one sitting! Is it not the case 
that for several years past they have 
usually occupied more than one night ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is possible 
that they may occupy more than one 
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night, but even in that case I still think 
it desirable to take the Vote on Account 
to-morrow at the beginning of the sitting, 
so as to give the House the full licence of 
a whole night’s debate for dealing with 
any topics that the Vote may suggest. 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, S.): Do the 
(Jovernment propose to take Tuesday 
next / 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, I think 
we shall have to take it. 


An Hon. MeMBER: The whole of it ! 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman tell the 
House if he intends to take Bills to- 
night ! One of them, the Railways Bill, 
was only distributed this morning, while 
as to the Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scot- 
land) Bill, I know absolutely nothing, 
and indeed want to know nothing, about 
it. But what does the right hon. Gentle- 
man propose to do ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: After the 
statement of the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion I shall not, of course, think of taking 
the Bills to-night. He says it would be 
unfair to the House, and I cannot go 
against his opinion. The original pro- 
gramme, therefore, stands. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
* An Act to amend the Isolation Hospitals 
Act, 1893.” Isolation Hospitals (Amend- 
ment) Bill [Lords]. 


POINT OF PROCEDURE—STANDING 
ORDER 16 (TEN MINUTES RULE)— 
TITHE RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I desire to 
ask a question with reference to the Tithe 
Rent-charge (Ireland) Bill, which is down 
for introduction under the Ten Minutes 
Rule. In order to explain my question, I 
must read to you the concluding words of 
the Standing Order 

“Tf such motion be opposed Mr. Speaker, 
after permitting, if he thinks fit, a brief 
explanatory statement from the Member who 
moves and from the Member who opposes any 
such motion respectively, may, without further 
debate, put the question thereon or the ques- 
tion that the debate be now adjourned.” 
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| My contention is that the words by which 


the Speaker is invested with discretion to 
put either of the two questions—the main 
question immediately, or the question 
that the debate he now adjourned—were 


specially inserted in that Standing Order 


with the object, first of all, of giving the 
Speaker the discretion to decide whether 
a Bill or motion, in his opinion, is a fit 
one to be introduced under that Standing 
Order, and thereby of casting upon him 
the duty of making that decision. In 
support of that contention, I refer to what 
oceurred on 7th March, 1888, when 
Standing Order 16 was first introduced. 
The Standing Order, as originally moved 
by the then Leader of the House, Mr. 
Smith, did not give the Speaker any 
discretion, but required him to put the 
question immediately after allowing a 
short statement by the Member intro- 
ducing the Bill. An objection was raised 
by Lord Randolph Churchill and other 
Members of the House that such pro- 
cedure was an unfair infringement of the 
rights of the Opposition to any Bill. In 
order to meet those objections Mr. Smith 
moved an addition to the Standing Order. 
He said* 


“That in order to meet some of the objec- 
tions brought forward by the noble Lord the 
Member for Paddington he would move to 
omit the words ‘shall put the question thereon 
without further debate’ at the end of the rule 
in order to substitute the words, ‘inay with- 
out further debate put the question thereon, 
or the question that the debate be now ad- 
journed.’” 


I contend that that substitution either 
had no meaning whatever, or it must have 
had the meaning which I seek now and 
ask you to put upon it. There can be 
only one meaning attached to those words 

namely, that the Speaker is invested 
with discretion, that he, therefore, is 
hound to exercise that discretion, and 
that if he selects to put the question, 
“That the debate be now adjourned,” he 
thereby indicates his opinion that this 
measure or motion is of such a character 
and so contentious that it ought not to he 
put down under this rule. [ think that 
is perfectly clear. In confirmation of the 
interpretation which I seek to have put 
on this Standing Order—and_ which 
appears to me to be beyond question to 
anyone who reads the debate and the 
language of the Standing Order itself 

*See The Parliamentary Debates (Third 
Series], Vol. cecxxiii., page 521. 
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even apart from the debate—I turn to 
the authority to which we all bow on 
questions of Parliamentary procedure— 
namely, the book of Sir Erskine May, the 
last edition. What does he say !— 

“Pursuant to Standing Order No. 16: 
motions fur leave t» bring in Bills and for the 
nominations of Select Commii tres are set down 
at the commencement of public business. For 
the foregoing motions the Standing Order sets 
apart for tie purpose Tuesdays and Fridays 
for unotticial Members, and Mondays and 
Thursda s for Members of the Government. 
Such Bills must be presumably non-con- 
tentious. ” 


That is the law as laid down in Sir 
Erskine May’s book, and there is no 
qualitication. “Such Bills must be pre- 
sumably non-contentious.” It is only 
within the last four or five years that the 
practice so clearly laid down in Sir 
Krskine May’s book has been departed 
from, and gradually the Government 
have commenced to introduce contentious 
measures under this rule, and have done 
it more and more each session. | have 
asked the question because I desire to 
have your ruling in reference to this 
particular Bill, which is of a contentious 
character. It is an important Bill, raising 
great principles. It is a Bill to which the 
vast majority of Irish representatives are 
strongly opposed, and which will be 
fougat in all its stages. I hold that it is 
in direct contravention of the authority 
of Sir Erskine May’s book, and of the 
letter and spirit of the Standing Order as 
indicated by the debate and by the 
specch of the Leader of the House in 
Iss, that Bills of this character should 
he introduced under what is known as 
the Ten Minutes Rule. I desire, there- 
fore, to ask you whether you will permit 
me to move the adjournment of the 
debate, and whether you will put that 
motion under the Standing Order. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL $ (Donegal, 
S.): [should like to be allowed to say a | 


few words upon this subject. I took a 
very attentive part in the debates of 
1888, and my impression is that the 
Speaker would have precisely the same 
jurisdiction in this case as he would have 
in regard to a motion for the closure 
heing put. This is the third occasion 
within a session of a very few days in 
which this question has been raised, and 
in which Bills of first-class importance 
and highly contentious in their character 


have been introduced under this rule by | 
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the Government. Perhaps I may recall 
to the recollection of the House what 
took place on Monday week. The Under 
Secretary of State for War made an 
important statement, and then two Bills 
—first, the Companies Bill and the 
Railway Servants Bill—every line of 
which were contentious, were introduced. 
I then raised this matter upon a point of 
order, and you ruled, Mr. Speaker, that 
the question of order did not arise. If 
these rules are interpreted in their 
present form, hon. Members on both 
sides of the House must that the 
most valuable opportunity of discussing 
an important Bill is lost, and Bills of the 
highest importance may be got through 
in this way. By wavy of illustration, | 
may mention that the Companies Bill 
was introduced and read a first time 
simply upon a mere statement of the 
Minister who introduced it. Therefore, 
I think that the intention of the House 
in passing this order has been departed 
from. 


see 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [Tam not in a posi 
tion to lay down any rule as to the Bills 
which may or may not be introduced 
under Standing Order 16. I have already 
endeavoured, in replying to 2 question of 
the hon. Member for South Donegal, 
during the present session, to give what 
[ conceive to be the true interpretation 
of the Standing Order, and I must 
adhere to the view I expressed on that 
occasion. It is not a matter for me to 
rule whether a particular Bill can or 
cannot be brought in under the Standing 
Order. There are a great many Bills 
which no Government would think of 
bringing in under the Standing Order, and 
there are a great many others of which 
nobody would say they ought net so to 
be brought in. There may be a number 
of Bills upon which opinions may differ as 
to the propriety of their introduetion in 
this manner, and in such cases my view 
is that the Standing Order leaves the 
Member introducing the Bill to decide 
whether he will adopt that method of 
introduction, and to the House the de- 
cision whether the Bill shall then be 
brought in or not. There is no power 
given to me to decide the point; all 
1 can do is to put the question of 
adjournment, and that [ have found from 
experience is an unfortunate procedure, 
and I may say I am not disposed to make 
use of it. It does not, as some hon. 
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Members seem to think, imply any ex- 


pression of my opinion, and I think it | 


would be unfortunate if it did. For my 
experience is that Members who are 
in favour of the Bill vete against the 
adjownment, and I do not think 
it is desirable that the Speaker should he 
placed in the position apparently of 
having his view overruled by a Govern- 
ment majority. I do think it is an un- 
fortunate method of inviting the Speaker 
to interpose. For my part I have ex- 
pressed on two different occasions my 
view that the responsibility rests with 
those in charge of the Bill, to decide 
whether the Bill should be set down under 
the Order or not. I cannot undertake to 
decide whether a Bill is one which ought 
or ought not to be so brought in, for that 
is a duty which the Standing Order does 
hot put upon me. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirlingshire Burghs): May I ask what 
protection there is for a minority, and a 
large minority, in the House against the 
introduction of an improper Bill under 


this method of procedure! The Govern- | 


ment have the power, apparently, of 
putting down any Bill they like to be 
brought in in this manner, although Bills 
so dealt with ought to be non-contentious. 
If a Bill, in the opinion of a large 
minority of the House, is of a contentious 
character, has that large minority an op- 
portunity of making a protest against it! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is a responsi- 
hility put upon the Government of the 
day by the Standing Order to which the 
Government must pay regard, but it is 
not for me to decide how the Govern- 
ment should exercise that responsibility. 
If the responsibility had heen intended to 
be on the Speaker, that would expressly 
appear in'the Standing Order. When it 
is contended that Bills introduced under 
the Order must be non-contentious it 
should he remembered that Bills of highly 
contentious character are introduced with- 
out debate by private Members at the 
commencement of public business. 


Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.): I desire to ask you, Mr. Speaker, if, 
under such circumstances, vou would be 
inclined to accept a motion for adjourn- 
ment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There can be no 
question of a motion for adjournment ; 
Mr, Speaker, 


{COMMONS} 


and in the second place, it is quite- 


irregular to ask me what I will do in a 
case where I can only exercise my discre- 
tion after hearing « short statement from 
each side. 


Mr. DILLON : Your ruling has cleared 
up a question upon which a great deal of 
uncertainty prevailed. As you, Mr, 
Speaker, have indicated in your ruling —— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member has already spoken upon 
this question. 


Mr. DILLON : I was going to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury a question. 
Your ruling, Mr. Speaker, has cleared up 
a question upon which a great deal of 
doubt prevailed. You have indicated in 
your ruling—- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! If the 
hon. Member simply desires to ask a 
question he is in order, but he is really 
making another speech. 


Mr. DILLON: Then I will ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, im 
view of the statement which I have just 
read, that such Bills must be non-con- 
tentious Bills, he will proceed to introduce 
the Irish Tithes Bill without further 
notice under Rule 16. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) : I desire to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman with regard to this Bill 
whether a measure which is strongly 
opposed by eighty Members on this side 
of the House-——— 


*\MIr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not in order in carrying 
on a debate. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): The hon. Member has asked me 
whether in view of the opinion of Sir 
Erskine May it will be improper to intro- 
duce this Bill under the Standing Order. 
There is a higher authority than that, and 
it is the constant practice of this House. 
I believe successive Governments have 
never hesitated to introduce Bills of this 
kind under the Standing Orderreferred to. 
I think if I trespass further I shal! be 
transgressing your ruling, Mr. Speaker, 
and making a speech instead of answering 
a question. 


(Ireland) Bill. 898. 
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TITHE RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND). 
*THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 

N.): The Bill which I ask leave to intro- 

duce is identical with that introduced 

last session by the Chief Secretary, under 
the same rule as that under which it is 
now brought in. It has been printed and 
circulated, and is now in the hands of 
hon. Members. Most of it relates to the 
machinery for its operation, and its aim 
and scope can be explained in a few 
minutes. By the legislation which cul- 
minated in the Tithe Rent-charge Act of 
In3& the interest of the estate out of 
which tithes of all kinds were payable 
was charged with a rent charge equal in 
amount to 755 per cent. of the annual 
amount of the tithe compositions. But 
having regard to the fact that tithes 
represent a proportion of the — pro- 
duce of the land, the money value of 
which may vary from year to year, this 
rent-charge is not fixed and invariable. 

The contrary provisions are introduced 

by which the rent-charge is subject to 

revision every seven years, that revision 
wing based upon certain weekly average 
prices. of eorn published in the Dublin 

Gucette. This was a cumbrous and costly 

process, and according to a decision pro- 

nounced, as I believe, in 1898, and has 
broken down owing to the fact, amongst 
others, that the average prices of corn 
contemplated by the statute has not been 
kept or published in the manner required. 
It therefore becomes necessary to pro- 
vide another system of revision. This 
the Bill proposes to do. — It is considered 
hy the Government that the proper and 
more reliable system would be to make 
the tithes rent-charge variable according 
to the variations in the rents of the lands 
out of which rent-charges issued as fixed 
under the Land Act. Accordingly, the 

Bill provides that on the 22nd August 

all tithe rent-charge payable during the 

fifteen years succeeding the passing of the 

Act shall be varied from the figure at 

which they stood on the 22nd August, 

I884 (the last occasion on which proper 

corn averages were published), accord- 

ing to the average percentage of varia- 
tion of rents fora first statutory term 
in that country, and so on during each 
succeeding period of fifteen years. This 


will result in an immediate reduction of 
rent-charges, as the judicial rent in each 
county has been in the average reduced. 
Originally, all tithe rent-charges, whether 
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ecclesiastical or lay, were alike subject to 
revision. That was the law at the time 
of the passing of the Act of 1869 dis- 
establishing the Irish Church, and con- 
tinued to be the law down to the vear 
1872. Owing, however, apparently to 
the difficulty in estimating the capitalised 
value of a variable rent-charge and of 
earrying out the financial arrangement 
with reference to the property of the 
Church, an Act was passed in that year 
excluding ecclesiastical rent-charge from 
the operation of the revision system. It 
is quite certain that at the time that 
Act was passed the fall in the price of 
agricultural products and thé reduction of 
rents which have since taken place was 
not and could not have been in the con- 
templation of the legislature, and_ it 
accordingly appears to the Government 
that it is only equitable that rent charges 
which represent a proportion of the 
produce of the land should be reduced in 
the sume proportion as the rents received 
by the owners who have to pay the rent- 


charges. The Government propose, 
therefore, to repeal that portion 
of the Act of 1872 which protects. 


ecclesiastical rent-charges from revision, 
and to put them on the same _ basis 
as lay tithe rent-charges, making all 
tithe rent-charges subject to revision as 
they were under the old system anterior 
to 1872. In addition to the provision | 
have mentioned, the statutes of 1869 and 
1872 contained other provisions enabling 
the persons liable to pay ecclesiastical 
tithes to redeem them in two ways. First 
by the payment in cash of a sum equal to 
twenty-two and a half years purchase of 
the tithe rent-charge after deducting poor 
rate, and secondly by the payment of an 
annuity for fifty-two years at the rate of 
£4 9s. per cent. on the purchase money 
so ascertained or at a higher rate for such 
lessnumber of yearsasmightbe agreed upon. 
Under this arrangement £3 16s. 3d. per 
cent. is in effect charged for interest, and 
the balance, 12s. 9d. per cent., goes to- 
wards payment of the principal. This the 


Government considers an extravagant 
charge for interest. Mr. Gladstone, in 


introducing the Church Act of 1869, 
distinetly stated that the rate of interest 
to be charged in the calculation of these 
terminable annuities should be 3) per 
cent. On that supposition principal and 
all interest would be repaid in forty-five 
years, and not in fifty-two years, by the 
payment of £4 9s. per cent. per annum, so 


2*F 
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that the owners who had been redeemed | should say at a rough guess it would be 


have been overcharged by seven years. It 


is proposed by the Bill to remedy that | 


injustice in all cases by reducing the 
period from fifty-two to — forty-five 
years. It has already been remedied 
by the Land Act of 1896 in the case 
of lands sold to tenants under the 
Land Purchase Acts, redemption being 
allowed on the basis proposed in the Bill, 
namely, the forty-five vears system. The 
total amount of tithe rent-charge vested 


in the Land Commission — under 
the Church Act is slightly over 
£490,000 per annum. Of this about 
£235,000 per annum has been sold, 
and £165,000 remains payable. Those 


changes will, no doubt, involve some 
loss to the Church Fund. We _ pro- 
pose to counteract that loss to a certain 
extent by repealing the provision with 
regard to redemption. It will no longer 
be possible to redeem, save where the 
lands liable to the rent-charge are sold 
under the Land Purchase Acts. The result 
will be that the Land Commission will have 
a settled income, and considerable benefit 
will accrue to the fund. In addition we 
have introduced a clause with reference 
to poor rate. Under the 76th section of 
the Poor Relief Act, 1838, the tithe- 
payer was able to deduct all the poor rate 
trom the tithe. We consider that is an 
inequitable system where the tithe-payer 
is only liable for half the poor rate, and 
accordingly we have provided that only 
half the standard rate shall be deducted 
from tithe payable out of hereditaments 
in rural districts. In urban districts the 
tithe-payer will be able to deduct the 
whole of the standard rate. By that 
change we will obtain several thousands a 
year ; perhaps about £6,000. It has not 
heen possible to give the exact figures, or 
to balance the account as between the 
gain from the repeal of the provision for 
redemption and the poor rate and the 
loss from the revision of the ecclesiastical 
tithes. According, however, to the 
most careful examination both by the 


charge in Treland.” 
tor Ireland.) 


Land Commissioners and the Government | 


actuaries, it appears clear to us that the 
fund is solvent, and that an ample margin 
will remain to meet all its liabilities. 


Mr. DILLON : Could the right hon. 
Gentleman give the net loss to the fund ! 


“Mn. ATKINSON : 


I have said it is 


about £50,000 a year, certainly not more, 
I do not like to pledge myself to the 
exact figures; but at all events, according 
to the calculations which have been made, 
it is considered that there will be ample 
in the fund to meet all its obligations. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to bring in a Bill to 
amend the law relating to Tithe Rent- 
(Mr. F { ttorney General 


Mr. DILLON: I think if the Honse 
was in any doubt as to the justice of my 
protest against the introduction of this 
Bill under the Ten Minutes Rule, the 
wretched, lame, and hopeless attempt 
which has been made by the Attorney 
General to explain the extent and scope 
of this complicated measure would be 
ample proof. It is a most complicated 
measure, and I venture to say that no 
Minister, no matter how capable, could 
give an adequate explanation of this Bill 
and its effect in less than three-quarters 
of an hour. This is a Bill which is 
monstrous in its dishonesty ; it is a Bill 
which raises great principles, besides 
heing most complicated in its details. We 
were told by the Attorney General before 
he sat down that he proposed to take 
away, without a shred of justification, 
the remains of this fund, which were conse- 
crated to the public good in Treland, and 
which is a first charge upon the land of 
Ireland. He proposes to take away 
a sum which all the — resources 
of the Government cannot make a rough 
estimate of. He said no one could tell 
what the amount would be. Why, this 
Bill is intended to raid the Trish Church 
Fund, to mop up all that remains of it, in 
order to distribute it as political largesse 
among the supporters of the Government. 
I say without any fear of contradiction 
that a more dishonest and a more indecent 
Bill was never introduced into the House 
of Commons. We had a reference in the 
Attorney General's halting speech to the 
settlement of 1872. That settlemeit was 
passed through this House without an) 
notice of protest from any Irish landlord, 
although at the time they held the repre- 
sentation of Treland entirely in their own 
hands. If it was a settlement wnfavou- 
able to the landlords why did they not 
object? The Attorney General knows 


impossible to estimate the net loss, but I right well that the settlement of 1870 and 
Mr. Atkinson. 
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1872 was denounced by the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and by Mr. 
Disraeli as scandalously favourable to the 
‘landlords; and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and Mr. Disraeli got up and 
denounced the Irish landlords for having 
sold their church for a mess of pottage, and 
now, after thirty years, the right hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh and 
his colleagues come forward, and although 
they called it a sacrilege to disestablish 
the Irish Chureh, they think it no saeri- 
lege to divide among themselves in the 
most barefaced and outrageous manner 
what they call the remnants of the 
plunder. We are told by the Attorney 
General that it was impossible for the 
Government actually to decide what was 
the loss to the fund. I am perfectly sure 
that they will make certain to suck up 
every penny of the fund, but I extracted 
at last from the Attorney General that 
what he gives as a very rough estimate of 
the amount that this Bill proposes to take 
is, roughly, £50,000 a year, or nearly two 
millions of money. This Bill proposes to 
take that sum without a shred of justifi- 
cation, and divide it as a bribe between 
the political supporters of the Government 
in Ireland. We have been asking for years 
in vain for an endowment of higher edu- 
cation in Ireland. Here is a fund which 
would be quite sufficient for that purpose 
without appealing to the taxpayers of 
this country. But, no, the Irish land- 
lords are on the track of the Government. 
One landlord wrote to the papers the 
other day to know whether the landlords 
ought to join the Boer party in Ireland or 
join in another Jameson raid before they 
got their share of the Irish Church Fund. 
The Government have come down, like the 
famous coon in the story, without waiting 
to be fired upon by the landlords, or 
without waiting for them to organise 
a Jameson raid, and they perpetrate 
this job. A greater outrage or a 
greater breach of public trust was never 
perpetrated on the people of Ireland. 
This fund was set apart for purposes of 
public utility. It has been used since the 
disestablishment for purposes of charity 
or education, or for general purposes 
connected with the public good, and now 
the Government propose to turn it to this 
abominable my hon. friend suggests the 
expression— use, which it is impossible to 
deseribe within the rules of order in this 
House. In 1894, when the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Montrose 
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Burghs introduced a Bill proposing a 
charge of £100,000 on the Irish Church 
Fund for the reinstatement of the evicted 
tenants, what did the right hon. Gentle- 
man the First Lord of the Treasury say ? 
He said* 


“IT now come to the amount to be taken 
from the [rish Church surplus in order to 
meet the necessities of the Bill. I have two 
observations to make on that point. When | 
Was in office and had official means of informa- 
tion on these points, | was assured that the 
Irish Church surplus was mortgaged up to the 
hilt. The number of charges upon it were 
such that, after we had taken the £1,500,000 
required for the Congested Districts Board, 
practically nothing would be left behind.” 


That was the opinion of the First Lord of 
the Treasury in 1894, when we wanted 
£250,000 to reinstate the evicted tenants ; 
and now it is proposed to seize two 
millions of that fund for which he can 
find no better use than to bribe the Trish 
landlords. This Bill is an infamous Bill, 
and it isthe only Bill given to Ireland this 
session. It is a contentious Bill--it is 
ditticult to imagine a more contentious 

but not only that, it is a Bill raising great 
principles, because it proposes to reduce 
by legislation what has been, by succes- 
sive Acts of Parliament, made a first 
charge on the land of Ireland for public 
purposes. If that principle is not to stand 
but to be broken, where are you to stop? 
The landlords insist that mortgages should 
be reduced. And why not? — These 
mortgages are charges on the land coming 
after the first or tithe charge. If you re- 
duce the charge in which the public are 
interested and hand over a great portion 
of it to the landlords, what resistance can 
you make to the claim of the same land- 
lords to reduce the mortgages on their 
land, which are the second charge! This 
isa Bill involving great principles, as | 
have said, and of enormous detail, as 
will be made abundantly clear in the 
course of its progress through the House ; 
and therefore I say that this is a Bill 
which ought not to have heen introduced 
at all on its merits, but which, at any 
rate, ought not to have been introduced 


by a back door under the Ten Minutes * 


Rule, which was distinctly passed for 
a totally different purpose. Mr. Speaker 
has ruled that it is not in his discretion 
to decide which Bills should be intro- 
duced under that rule, but that it is in the 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 


Series], Vol. xxiii, page 886. 
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discretion of the Government. 
if this course is to be enforced that it will 
he taken notice of by the Opposition, and 
that at some future time, when hon. 
Members now on the Government benches 
are sitting on the opposite side of the 
House, they will be deprived of two or 
three nights discussion on important 
Bills in which they take great interest. 


What is sauce for the goose is sauce for 
D> 


{COMMONS} 
I hope; 


(Ireland) Bill. 856 


ruling, Mr. Speaker, that the debate he 
now adjourned. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot move the adjournment. 
ask me to put the question of adjourn- 
ment, but that I decline to do, and | 
therefore put the question that leave be 
given to bring in the Bill. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 209 ; 


He ean ° 


the gander. 


Aird, John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Man.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt. Hon. A.H.S. (Hunts 
darry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M. H. (Bristol 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownagyree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. I. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’sLynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hug. (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R 
Cooke, C. W. Radelitte( Heref'd 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Currie, Sir Donald 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiae, Colonel Philip H. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 


Mr. Dillon. 





I move, submitting to your , Noes, 132. 


AYES. 


Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm, Theodore 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton: 


Llliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 


Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery. Sir Fortescue 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, W. Jolinson 
CGedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir J. Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gall, Sir Cameron 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hiunilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Captain Herbert M. 
Johnston, Willian (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J.H. 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 


(Division List, No. 32.) 


Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corm 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. } 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wim. Edw. H. 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans'a 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long.Col. Charles W.( Evesham. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Macelver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, lan 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Melville, Beresford V. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, SirPowlettChasJohn. 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Vicror 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott( Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morrell, George Her!» rt 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G, (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. Coventry 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, Wm. Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzom 
Pollock. Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richardsor, Sir 'T. (H -rtle’pl) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon.SirMatthew W 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson. 
follit, Sir Albert Kaye 
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Round, James 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
‘Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joxeph 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.( Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. ) 
Allan, W illiam (Gateshead) 
Allison, fobert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth ©. b. 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 
Broadhurst, Henry 
srunner, Sir gy Tomlinson 
gryce, Rt. Hon, Janes 
sick gon T homas Ryburn 
Burns, Jonn 
Burt, Thomas 
ea ewer Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, fobert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
C hanning, Francis Allston 
Crilly, Daniel 
Curran, Thomas b. (Donegal) 
Davies, M. Vaughan Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. “Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 
Emmott, Alfred 
Engledew, Charles John 
Evans,S SirFrancisH.(South’ton 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Farrell, Thomas J. (Kerry, S.) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
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Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot. RtHnJ.G.(OxfdU niv. ) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Ward, Hon. Robert A.(Crewe) 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 


NOES. 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale 
Hedderwick, ThomasCharlesH 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur ©. 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Ed. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Kay-Shuttleworth.RtHn SirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Loigh, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M:Arthur, W. (Cornwall) 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 
Mellor, Rt. Hon..J. W.( Yorks. ) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas W = ans 

O Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow,W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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Welby, Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell-(Birm. ) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 


THE AYES 
Walrond and 
Anstruther. 


TELLERS FOR 
Sir William 
Mr. 


O'Malley, William 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northum. ) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks.) 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R obert Threshie 
Zobson, William Snowdon 
Sinclair, Capt. 1. (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmthn.. E.) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glam., E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Walton, J L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
W hiteley, George (Stockport) 
W hittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John¢ ‘arvell( Notts. ) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T. (H’ti’d.) 
Woods, Samuel 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


FOR THE NOES 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. | time upon Monday, 5th March, and to be 


Attorney General for 
Gerald Balfour. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND) BILL. 
To amend the Law relating to Tithe | 


Treland 


and Mr. | printed. 


[Bill 97.] 


| HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 


THE 


ACT (1890) AMEN 
PRESIDENT or 


,DMENT. 
THE LOCAL 


Rent-charge in Ireland, presented, and | GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHAPLIN, 


read the first time ; to be read a second | Lincolnshire, Sleaford), who was very 
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indistinetly heard, in asking leave to 
introduce a Bill to amend Part III. of the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act, 
1890, said that it dealt with one of the 
most important social questions at the 
present time. What was wanted with 
regard to the housing of the working 
classes was not so much fresh legislation 
as amore effective administration of the 
laws at present in existence. There were, 
however, two defects in the law at present 
about which complaints were constantly 
heard. The first defect was the difficulty 
hy which in towns, and in the larger 
towns in particular, especially in London, 
local authorities were invariably — con- 
fronted, namely, the difficulty of pro- 
viding space and sites on which to build 
within the limits of their jurisdiction. 
This difficulty arose solely hecause among 
the powers placed in the iocal authorities 
there was no power which enabled them 
to acquire land bevond the boundaries 
of their own area. That was a power 
which he thought the local authorities 
ought to possess, and although the change 
would be small and extremely simple, he 
thought the effect would he very great 
indeed. Nothing which could be done 
would be more beneficial to the well- 
being of the working classes. It was im- 
possible to suppose, in London for 
example, with a growing population, that 
the whole of the working population 
could ever be housed as they would like 
to see it within the limits of London 
itself. But, given a reasonable distance 
in the country outside London, with the 
modern means of transit, the improve- 
ment in the tramway service, now in the 
hands of the County Council, and, above 
all, an adequate service of cheap trains, he 
helieved that the problem would he toa 
great extent solved. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): Will the 
provisions of this Bill extend to Lreland ? 


Mr. CHAPLIN said not at present. The 
experiment was one which the Govern- 
ment thought ought at least to be made. 
The Bill provided that where any council 
other than a rural district council adopted 
Part IIT. of the Housing of the Working 
Classes Act, 1890, it might supply the 
needs of its district by either establish- 
ing or acquiring lodging houses for 
the working classes under that Part 
outside its district. It was also 


'COMMONS} 
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placed on Part III. of the Act in respect: 
of rural districts were so cumbersome and 
intricate that in many cases it was practi- 
cally a dead letter. In the first place, 
they had to obtain the consent of the 
county council, then the county council 
was bound first of all to hold a local 
inquiry, to grant and publish a certificate, 
and even then, except in cases of what 
was termed an emergency, the pro 
ceedings had to wait until after the next 
election of the local authority concerned. 
The Bill proposed to simplify that pro- 
cedure. The consent of the county 
council would still be required, but the 
granting of their consent would be at the 
discretion of the county council subject 
only to this provision—that they must 
have regard to the area for which it is 
proposed to adopt the Part, to the neces- 
sity for accommodation for the housing 
of the working classes in that area, to the 
probability of such accommodation being 
provided without the adoption of the 
Part, and to the liability which would be 
incurred by the rates, and to the question 
whether, under all the circumstances, it 
was prudent for the district council to 
adopt the Part. 


*Sirn WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkestone) said he had listened to the 
opening of the right hon Gentleman's 
speech with a feeling of hope which he 
regretted had been completely dissipated 
by his closing remarks. ‘This was a 
question which, in the opinion of the 
country, Was most important, and one 
which required the gravest consideration. 
It struck at the conditions of over- 
crowding under which hundreds of 
thousands of the people of this country 
lived, conditions which made decency 
impossible and morality a miracle. The 
3ill was satisfactory so far as it went, 
but in respect of the rural districts it did 
practically nothing. Indeed, the Bill 
could not be looked upon as in any way 
an adequate method of meeting a great 
national emergency. Any Bill which 
attempted to grapple with this problem 
ought to afford opportunities to the 
local authorities to reach the real owner 
of bad house property—to reach the man 
who was fattening on the miseries of his 
fellow creatures. It should also give 
power to local authorities to take 
over by a simpler and cheaper method 
all property declared to be insanitary 


urged that the restrictions which were \at the bare price of land and materials. 
Mr. Chaplin, : 
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Further, it should provide simple and in- | 


expensive methods of taking land by 
purchase or by hire for this great 
public purpose in which the ordinary 


expense of taking land compulsorily 
ought not to be allowed. Power 
should also be vested in a central 


authority, or in a large local authority, 
to supervise local areas and to force local 
authorities to do their duty. Means 
should also be provided by which money 
should be granted at the lowest possible 
rate of interest for the longest period in 
order to enable local authorities to carry 
out this work of housing the people 
without unduly adding to the rates. 


The measure introduced by the right ' 


hon. Gentleman was, in his opinion, 
totally inadequate to meet the demands 
of the country. 


Bill to amend Part III. of the Housing 
of the Working Classes Act, 1890, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Chaplin, 
Secretary Sir Matthew White Ridley, 
Mr. Ritchie, and Mr. T. W. Russell. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACT (1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 
“To amend Part 3 of The Houisng 
of the Working Classes Act, 1890,”  pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Thursday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 98.] 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I was going to rise, with your 
permission, Mr. Speaker, to ask if the Bill 
will be read a second time this day week. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I should think prob- 
ably not. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. 
Ordered, That the Committee do consist 
of Fifteen Members. 


The Committee was accordingly nomi- 
nated of —Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. Bu- 
chanan, Mr. Victor Cavendish, Mr. Cohen, 
Mr. Cameron Corbett, Mr. Duckworth, 
Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. Goddard, Mr. 
Hanbury, Mr. Brodie Hoare, Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Mr. Arthur 
O'Connor, Mr. Pym, and Mr. Thornton. 
That the 


Ordered, Committee have 


power to send for persons, papers, and , 
records. —(Sir William Walrond.) 
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CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. 
[THIRD READING. | 

Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I would not have troubled the Honse 
with raising any objection in the present 
stage of this measure if it were not for 
the fact that on Friday, when we were 
considering the Supplementary Estimates 
dealing with the money mentioned in this 
Bill, the First Lord of the Treasury pre- 
vented me and other Members who had 
given notice of reductions from moving 


them and giving our reasons for so 
doing. I know that I cannot now move 


the reductions which [ proposed to do. 
What I can do is to object to the third 
reading of this Bill. This Bill is for the 
expenditure of no less than thirteen 
millions of pounds for the expenses of the 
war up to the 31st March of the present 
year. The first thing I have to say is 
that I think this piecemeal plan of apply- 
ing to Parliament for comparatively 
small Votes time after time is unsatis- 
factory. Last session we were called on 
for a Vote of ten millions, and some people 
anticipated that that sum would have 
heen sufficient to see the war brought to 
a conclusion satisfactory to the Govern- 
ment. What has occurred in South 
Africa has necessitated the further appli- 
cation to Parliament for an additional 
sum of thirteen millions. We are 
expressly told in this Bill that the 
thirteen millions are only for expenses 
up to the end of the financial year 
closingon the 31st day of Marchnext. That 
means that this sum, added to the Vote of 
last session, twenty-three millions in all, 
has already heen spent in the progress of 
this war. It means that an attempt is made 
to blind the peopleofthis country to thefact 
that thewar is only being proceeded with at 
a most unexpected and extraordinary cost. 
I want to know from the Secretary of the 
Treasury if he can tell us when the next 
application will be made to Parliament 
for a further Vote to carry on this war, 
how much the amount of that Vote is 
likely to be, and whether any estimate 
has been arrived at by the Government 
as to what will be the probable cost of 
these proceedings in South Africa before 


‘they are concluded. We have heard from 
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time to time very flattering eulogies 
passed on the conduct of the various 
colonial Governments that have _ lent 
assistance in the prosecution of this war. 
Already a large number of men have gone 
from the colonies, but I have vet to 
learn that any very considerable sum 
of money has been offered — by 
any of the colonial Governments to 
the home Government to defray the 
expenses of the war. It should be borne 
in mind that this Vote of thirteen millions 
is not merely to meet an emergency, but 
is, in a large measure, to meet a permanent 
increase in the British Army represented 
hy 120,000 men who have been asked for. 
What vou have to bear in mind, and what 
the people have to bear in mind, is that 
after the enthusiasm of this war is passed 
and the ¢olonial troops have returned to 
their homes, the taxpayers of this country 
and of this country alone will be left to 
hear the enormous cost entailed by the 
permanent addition to the British Army. 
As an Irish representative, [ object to 
this Vote, first, because it would be simply 
hypocrisy on our part if we allowed the 
statement in this Bill to go by without 
heing challenged. The Bill says that this 
sum of thirteen millions is cheerfully 
granted to Her Majesty and that we 
humbly beseech Her Majesty to apply the 
money so cheerfully given for the prose- 
cution of the war. Ido not know how other 
Gentlemen feel about it, but I do not feel 
in the slightest degree cheerful on the sub- 
ject. It is quite time this antiquated phra- 
seology should be done away with, because, 
even though you vote this money, it is 
simply humbug to put in an Act of Parlia- 
ment that it is cheerfully given, for no 
man in this House feels cheerful over 
parting with so much of the treasure of 
the taxpayer for such a purpose. From 
the Irish point of view the voting of 
this money is intolerable. It is an 
outrageous scandal, in my opinion, when a 
war is got up in South Africa of which 
the Irish people absolutely disapprove, 
that they should be called upon to pay a 


large proportion of the cost of the war. | 


Ireland, neither directly nor indirectly, 
had any hand or part in the proceedings 
which led to this war. We had absolutely 
no means of influencing or controlling the 
negotiations which ended in the lament- 
able occurrences taking place in South 
Africa. If we had had a voice in this 
matter the enormous majority of the Irish 


people and their representatives would | 


Vr. William Redmond. 
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‘have declared against the war. We can 
‘see nothing even now which affords 
sufficient reason for these gigantic military 
preparations, and above all—-even if this 
war were just--we cannot see that 
anything possible in the shape of a return 
can be gained by the conquering of either 
‘of these Republics. We in Ireland are 
sometimes accused of complaining without 
-ceason. Is it not reason enough for us 
to see throughout the length and breadth 
/of the land that Irish country industries 
are languishing, that our people are 
handicapped in the question of higher 
industrial and technical education, and 
hampered in every possible way because 
they cannot induce the Government to 
expend a reasonable amount of money to 
help and educate the people and prepare 
them for the battle of life and the de- 
velopment of their country ? We cannot 
get anything from this House for any 
practical purpose in Treland. We know 
that the result of an expert examination 
has shown that under the system pre 
vailing now the Irish people are unfairly 
treated in the matter of Imperial taxation. 
There is a profound conviction in Treland 
‘that the people are already called on to 
pay more than their fair share for 
Imperial purposes, and the people regard 
with despair the ineffectual attempts 
made to get money for the development 
of the country. Under these circum- 
stances is it surprising if the utmost 
indignation is felt among the Lrish people 
when they are told, and know, that 
of every million that is voted 
for the carrying on of the war 
they will have to pay a share out of all 
proportion to what it should be? The 
Irish Members would be wanting in their 
duty if they did not take every opportunity 
of protesting against this expenditure, 
and especially protesting against it in the 
name of the Irish taxpayer. I do not 
propose to go into any examination of the 
‘various items in the proposals of the 
Government upon which the thirteen 
millions are to be spent. In Committee 
I singled out items and gave notice of 
my desire to move reductions therein, 
‘but was not allowed to do so by the 
closure. Nor am I able to do so now. | 
do not go in detail into an examination 
of whether I think the expenditure un- 
fair in the matter of pay, munitions of 
war, or transport. I confine myself to say 
ing that the whole expenditure from  be- 
ginning to end is unnecessary and unjust, 
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and will be absolutely unproductive. In 
the protest I have made at every possible 
stage of these proceedings, I venture to 
say Tam voicing not merely the views of 
my Own constituents and the popular 
opinion in Treland, but also the opinion 
of tens of thousands of the taxpayers of 


England, Scotland, and Wales, many 
of whom have a_ rooted objection 
to seeing their hard - earned taxes 


squandered in military expeditions for the 
suppression of liberty and the invasion of 
the homes of industrious and Christian 
people in South Africa. Although the 
masses of the English people here have 
not been heard to any great extent upon 
this expenditure, I am certain a day will 
come When there will bea great revulsion 
of feeling in this country, and when the 
present Government, the authors of this 
iniquitous war, will he swept out of office, 
and a Government installed in pewer 
which will return to the policy practised 
by Mr. Gladstone in South Africa—a 
policy not of bloodthirstiness and tyranny, 
as is the present, but one of magnanimity 
and justice, recognising that if a man is 
horn a Dutchman instead of an English- 
man he has a right to have his national 
prejudices, feelings, and pride respected 
and considered just as much as has an 
Englishmen. Since this war commenced, 
after listening very closely to the debates, 
my feeling in regard to English character 
has undergone several changes. To find 
the vast bulk of the British represen- 
tatives voting the money for this war 
convinces me of the truth of the estimate 
of England which we have — held 
in Ireland for generation after genera- 


tion, We have always been taught 
to believe that the English people 


will allow nothing abroad to check them 
when their own interests are at stake, 
that they will not consider the rights and 
interests of others, and that the only time 
at which a barrier is raised to the policy 
of Imperial expansion in England is 
when that expansion finds itself confronted 
by some strong and mighty power. But 
In quarters where the means of resistance 
ave Weak and slender, the Imperial spirit 
of England rides roughshod over the 
people, as is the case at present in 
South Africa. On the other hand, I 
confess I have more than once been 


moved to intense admiration while listen- 
ing to certain speeches in this House, 
speeches delivered by men who have been 
at, 


sneered interrupted, and insulted 
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hecause they object to this war. The 
speeches of such men as Sir Edward 
Clarke, the right hon. Member for Bod- 
min, the hon. Member for Cockermouth, 
and the hon. Member for Battersea have 
aroused in the breasts of Irishmen the 
feeling that, after all, there are some men 
in this House and country sutticiently 
lvave to face popular disfavour and to be 
on the right side, though for the time 
being that side may be in a miserable 
minority. Do the hon. Gentlemen who 
vote this money so lightly and regard 
the prospects of the war with 
so much satisfaction and confidence, 
ever remember the expenditure indulged 
in by this country over one hundred years 
ago, when the colonial dependencies of 
this nation in America were attacked as 
the people of the South African Republics 
are being attacked to-day? Some of the 
most fervent and eloquent speeches ever 
delivered in this House by British states- 
men were delivered against the policy of 
exasperation and brute force practised in 
America. It was predicted that the 
policy would lead to the loss of the 
American colonies, and that preaiction 
was amply justified. The policy now 
being pursued in South Africa is the 
same in many respects as that which lost 
you the American colonies. The speeches 
then delivered by Burke and Chatham 
might have been delivered at this very 
day in regard to the war in South Africa. 
If this policy is pursued to the bitter end 
the result will be not only that you will 
fail permanently to subdue the people of 
the Transvaal and the Orange Free State, 
but that you will in all probability ulti- 
mately lose your control over Cape Town, 
Natal, Rhodesia, and every single square 
yard of territory in South Africa. Why 
do I say that? Because the vast majority 
of the inhabitants of South Africa are 
Dutch, and unless you are going to in- 
struct your soldiers to do the same as 
soldiers did not very long ago—to bayonet 
the women and children, and stamp out 
the breed of the Dutch by fire, sword, 
and persecution, the Dutch nation and 
the Dutch race will spring up in a new 
generation, and in a few years you will 
tind yourselves confronted with the same 


difficulties as at present. There was 
no reason for this war. + Negotia 
tions could) have been carried on 


which would have resulted in the granting 
to the subjects of the Queen in the Trans- 
vaal everything they could reasonably 
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require. One of the chief reasons I am 
so vehemently opposed to this war is that 
the whole matter could have heen settled 
hy arbitration. Was there ever in the 
history of the world such an exhibition of 
inconsistency—I had almost said such bare 
hypocrisy—as the action of the British 
representatives in this matter ? 
Hague Conference the strongest advocate 
of arbitration was the British representa- 
tive. In common with the representatives 
of the United States and the great Euro- 
pean Powers, he signed the agreement 
with regard to arbitration. Yet we find 
that in a dispute where it was of the last 
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importance that there should be a peace- | 


able settlement, and where it was known 
that war if it did break out would be a 
dreadful and devastating conflict, almost 
before the ink of the signatures to the 
Arbitration Agreement was dry, the re- 
presentatives of this country turned their 
hacks on their own resolution and ignored 
the principle of arbitration. When Presi- 
dent Kruger offered to submit the whole 
matter to impartial arbitration and to 
abide by the award, he was insulted and 
flouted, and told that the representatives 
of the Queen could not consent to arbi- 
trate with so petty and miserable a State 
as that composed of a few hundred men, 
represented by Paul Kruger. What does 
arbitration mean in the opinion of English 
gentlemen! Does it mean that you are 
to apply it only in the case of a quarrel in 
which vou are confronted, not by President 
Krugerand 200,000 Boers, but by President 
McKinley with his 70,000,000 of popula- 
tion at his back? Arbitration was agreed 
to in the case of Venezuela, but refused 
in the case of the Transvaal. Therefore, 
we are driven to the conclusion that it 
was accepted in the one case because 
America was strong and powerful; but 
because the Transvaal was weak and 
isolated it was thought that the will of 
this country could be wreaked upon it. 
Arbitration would have been no dishonour 
to this country. If a strong and mighty 
power, in a dispute with a weak and 
small Power, says, “ Well, come, we will 
submit these matters to arbitration,” the 
conduct of that strong Power is calculated 
to create feelings of admiration through- 
out the world. You have had to spend 
all these ‘millions, to submit to these 
terrible humiliations, and to put up with 
the loss of many valuable lives, all 
lecause the principle of arbitration was 
not acted upon. I[t must be a_ bitter 


Mr. WVilliam Redmond. 
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reflection that by a little conciliation and 
good feeling everything you could reason- 
ably expect or really require in the Dutch 
Republics might have been granted to 
you, and your name and flag would have 
heen kept untarnished, instead of being 
sullied by a_ series of disastrous and 
humiliating defeats. There is nothing 
astonishes me more than the light-hearted 
way in which the British people seem to 
take the progress of this war. We have 
often heard of British stolidity. We were 
taught at school that one of the chief 
characteristics of the Englishman was 
that he was very stolid ; that in moments 
of success and triumph he was 
self-contained and quiet, and in 
moments of defeat, impassive and 
unmoved. It would be more to 
the credit of this country if a little more 
consideration was publicly exhibited in 
view of the terrific losses which have 
been inflicted on your armies. We are 
told that the second epoch of the war has 
now been entered on; that all the days 
that have been are past, and that for the 
future there will be nothing but glorious 
victories and triumphant marches to 
Pretoria. But in the midst of all this, 
when every glaring newshill tells us that 
General Cronje is flying, that the Boers 
are terrified and overthrown, — that 
Kitchener is on their track, when we open 
our newspapers at breakfast what do we 
see? A column of glorious and victorions 
news? No. <A column of casualties, 
telling us that as a result of the operations 
of the last few days two of the bravest 
British generals are seriously wounded, 
and that no less than fifty commissioned 
officers are at this moment lying either 
dead in South Africa or suffering the 
tortures of bleeding and wounded soldiers 
in the hospitals. How many men have 
been killed and wounded! Why do we 
not get the news in some sort of complete- 
ness, so that we may know what is going 
on? We shall probably not hear of the 
killed and wounded of the rank and file 
for some days. As to the anxious 
mothers and fathers of the poor rank and 
file from the highlands of Scotland and 
the homesteads of Ireland, it matters not 
when they hear whether their relatives are 
safe. There may be hundreds of these 
men killed or wounded, and yet we are 
told the war has now entered on_ its 
period of victory. If the people of this 
country are stolid they have sufficient 
calmness and common-sense to beat" 
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the truth, and they ought to be told 
the truth. There not a newspaper 
correspondent allowed to send a telegram, 
not a line is permitted to be sent home, 
giving true and impartial accounts of 
the proceedings at the seat of war, and 
even the War Office only publishes frag- 
mentary and piecemeal intelligence. The 
manner in which the news of this war is 
given out is on a par with the manner in 
which the Government prepared for the 
war. My hon. friend the Member for South 
Leitrim the other night made several 
criticisms with regard to the arrange- 
ments of the War Oftice, to which he did 
not get a single reply. I honestly believe 
the authorities could not reply. 1 cannot 
for the moment think of a Parliamentary 
phrase sufficiently strong in which to 
describe the incapacity of the gentlemen 
at present running the War Oftice. You 
may sneer at France or Germany, and 
think that your system is the best in the 
world, but there is not a nation on the 
face of the earth which would have 
allowed the constitution of the War Office 
to be the same to-day as it was at the 
commencement of the war. The authori- 
ties miscalculated and misdirected every- 
thing, with the result that you now have 
11,000 British soldiers either killed, 
wounded, or prisoners at Pretoria. 
During the five months this war has 
heen proceeding, the authorities have 
simply made a botch of it. They have 
had the spending of vast sums of money, 
and now we are asked to hand over to 
them another £13,000,000. As far as I 
am concerned, I certainly will not do it. 
There is not the organised capacity there 
ought to be in the War Office, and for 
that reason amongst others [ object to 
this Vote. The Prime Minister in another 
place, in justifying this war, said that he 
had no means of judging that the Trans- 
vaal were making such large preparations, 
and that guns and munitions of war were 
sent there in piano cases. Was ever such 
language heard from the Prime Minister 
ofan important country? You had your 
Agent at Pretoria; you had your spies at 
Pretoria 


Is 


“MIR. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
want of preparation for this war does not 
arise on this Vote. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Of 
course, I bow to your ruling, Sir, but 
my line of argument was to show that 
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this money ought not to be entrusted to 
the administrators of the War Office, 
because of the incapacity they have 
shown in failing to acquaint themselves 
with what is obvious to people of other 
countries as to the arming of the Trans- 
vaal. However, I will not pursue that 
subject any further than to say that, from 
the Prime Minister down, every member 
of the Government has been proved to be 
incapable. My opinion does not stand 
alone in that respect. The Times, the 
Morning Post, the Standard, and nearly 
every enlightened exponent of Unionist 
and Tory opinions in the press, have ex: 
pressed the same view. The right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury has come in at the fag end of my 
remarks, when it is too late for him to 
hear all the perfectly unanswerable things 


I have said. I will therefore conclude by 
repeating to him the statement with 


which I commenced my remarks, viz., 
that I would not to-day have opposed 
this Bill by more than my vote if last 
Friday at half-past ten he had not thought 
fit to apply the closure and to exelude 
me. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must know he is out of order in comment- 
ing on the application of the closure on a 
previous occasion. It is the act of the 
House, and it is quite improper to suggest 
that it is unfair. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I have 
no doubt the application of the closure 
on that occasion was in the opinion of the 


gentleman who moved it 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman cannot discuss it at all : 
it is out of order. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I have 
not the slightest desire or intention to 
disobey your ruling, or to offer any re- 
marks which vou think out of order, but 
I conceive that I am perfectly entitled to 
point out to the right hon. Gentleman 
that my reason for interfering in this 
debate and speaking at this stage of the 
proceedings was that I was prevented 
from doing so by the application of the 
closure last Friday. 

The 


Order, order! 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 


hon. Gentleman is in order in saying he 
has made these observations because he 
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had no opportunity of making them 
hefore, but he has no right to criticise 
the application of the closure. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I do 
not desire to criticise the application of 
the closure, but strictly to follow your 
ruling. [ merely say to the right hon. 
Gentleman that I have intervened at this 
stage and made these remarks because, 
through a collection of untoward cireum- 
stances, over which I had no control, but 
the controlling of which did rest 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
will disregard my ruling I shall have to 
ask him to resume his seat. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : Really 
[ have no desire to disregard your ruling, 
but I must say that I do not clearly 
understand what that ruling is. I am 
telling the right hon. Gentleman 





*Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
chon. Gentleman that he has said the same 
thing four or five times in different ways, 
and now he is repeating it again. It is 
tedious repetition, such as is forbidden by 
the Standing Order. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
On a point of order, Mr. Speaker. It is 
within your recollection that the hon. 
Member for Stoke lectured the First Lord 
‘of the Treasury—— 


_*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
Is not a point of order. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : Nothing 
was further from my intention when | 
rose than to enter into any discussion 
with regard to your ruling. I was en- 
deavouring to point out, and T maintain I 
am entitled to point out, that I have taken 
this opportunity of speaking 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman does not understand my 
ruling. What I said was that he was 
beginning to say for the fourth or fifth 
time that he has taken this opportunity 
of expressing his views because he had not 
the opportunity on a previous occasion, 
and now he is simply continuing to 
repeat it. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: All 
these little unpleasantnesses would have 
been avoided if the right hon, Gentleman 


Mr. Speaker, 
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the First Lord of the Treasury had come 
in at the commencement of my speech. 
The moral of my intervention upon this 
oceasion is that whenever I am interfered 
with I will make good such interference 
upon the first opportunity, and where 
perhaps ten minutes would have done if | 
had not been interfered with I will take 
as long as [ can when I do get an oppor- 
tunity. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, $.): I beg to 
support my hon. friend’s objection to 
this Bill. We are asked to vote this 
£13,000,000 to the War Office to be spent 
by the officials who at present have the 
control of that department. I for one 
object to handing over these £13,000,000 
to the present officials of the War Office. 
I do so on various grounds. One of the 
grounds wpon which [| rise to swpport my 
hon. friend the Member for East Clare is 
that when I made certain charges here the 
other night no answer was given from the 
Government benches to a single one of 
them. I think when we make strong and 
definite charges against the War Office 
we are entitled to some explanation, and 
to some answer to those charges. ‘The 
hon. Member opposite asked the Under 
Secretary of State for War a questio! 
dealing with one of the engagements 
that has taken place, during the march of 
Lord Methuen’s force to the reliet of 
Kimberley. He asked who was respon- 
sible for the present proportion of horses 
and of guns to infantry in the different 
battalions of the first army corps. That 
was a reasonable question, and he asked 
the Under Secretary to explain who was 
responsible. He practically got no reply 
to that question. [I asked the other night 
for certain replies to straightforward 
and definite charges, and 1 think in 
important questions which are a 
matter of life or death to this 
country, When such questions are raised 
in this House, we are at least entitled to 
demand some explanation on these points 
from hon. Gentlemen who sit on the 
Government bench. | Upon the question 
of the deficient armaments and munitions 
supplied to the troops, and upon other 
vital questions which have been raised, 
no answer whatever has been given. 
Upon such questions as the sighting of 
the rifles and the refusal of the War 
Office to purchase in 1892 the patent of 
the Maxim-Vickers gun we got no reply. 


"We raised the question of the powder and 
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the cordite, and we got no reply with 
regard to that. On that question I quoted 
the opinion of some hon. Gentlemen who 
now sit on the Government bench, and I 

referred particularly to the Financial 

Secretary to the Treasury. I remember 
sitting upon a Committee of which the 
right hon. Gentleman was Chairman, and 

| remember the courage and determination 

he showed in dealing with certain scan- 

dals in connection with the Telephone 

Company. Lask, when the Secretary to the 

Treasury showed such a keen knowledge 

in matters connected with the War Office, 

why a business man like him was not put 

in charge of the War Office in order that 

he might root out the scandals connected 

with the administration of that depart- 

ment. On the question of cordite a 

greater scandal could not exist in the 

history of any country. It was stated in 

the debates which took place in this House 

that the so-called invention of cordite cost 

taxpayers £200,000. What was the 
called invention 2? A number of inventors 
were asked—— 


SO- 


TARY 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


remarks are quite irrelevant. 


Mr. TULLY: This money has to be 
spent by the War Office, and they deal 
with cordite—— 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: The fact that the 
War Office have to administer this money 
and have to deal with cordite does not 
entitle the hon. Member to discuss the 
history of the invention of cordite. 


Mr. TULLY: 


show—- 


I think I am entitled to. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester,. 
E.) rose in his place and claimed to move 
‘That the question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
how put.” 


The 
Noes, ! 52, 


House divided :—Ayes,. 
(Division List No. 33.) 


AYES. 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

20 a Rt. Hon. John 


Chamberlain,.J. 


Chelsea, 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn..J.( 
Austen (Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Viscount 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJd(Mane’) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, ¢ reorge H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne: 
Fisher, Ww illiam Hayes 


Birm. 


Bailey, James (Walworth) Clare, Octavius Leigh Fison, Krederick William 
Baird, ‘John George Alexander Clough, Walter Owen Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Baldwin, Alfred Cohen, Benjamin Louis Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manel’r Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Flower, Ernest 


Banbury. Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

Barry, my Francis T. .( Windsor) 
Bartle sy, George C. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir MH. (Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brive, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Cook, Fred. 
Cuoke, C. W. 


Cripps, Charles 


Davies, Sir Hor. 
Davies, 
Denny. Colonel 
Dilke, Rt. 


John 


Drucker, A. 





Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Lucas (Lambeth) 
R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes StanleyW. 


Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n | 


Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Hn. Sir Charles 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douslas, Rt. Hon. A. 
Douglas. iCharles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir William T. 


Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fry; Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, oom 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd. 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. ( C.of Lond.) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (ae Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederic k 
Goldsworthy, uM: ajor-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
—s Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Rebert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 


Alfred 


D. (Chatham 


Akers- 


Camphell- Bannerman, Sir H. © Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. Gurdon, SirWilliamBrampton 
Carlile, William Walter Dunn, Sir William Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas | Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Causton, Richard Knight Emmott, Alfred Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord Geo. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys.) | Faber, George Denison ; Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William Fardell, Sir 7. ( George Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn E dward | Hayne, = Hn. Charles Seale 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Ferguson, R. C. Monro (Leith) | Heath, James 
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Hedderwick, Thos. Charles H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred ° 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Willian Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. JamexHenryCecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnson-Ferguson, J. E. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
‘Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Kt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

‘Lawrence, SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Yawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir Thomas( Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. William Ed. H. 
Leese, SirJ oseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 

Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
tLockwood, Lt.-Col.-A. R. 
‘Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Lyttelton. Hon. Alfred 
Maeartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘killop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Blake, Edward 

Broadhurst, Henry 

«Caldwell, James 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow | 
Cawley, Frederick 

Crilly, Daniel 

‘Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 
Engledew, Charles John 


Question put accordingly, “That the | 
Bill be now read the third time.” 33. 
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Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James , 


More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) _ 


Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt.Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
G&. -Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Gay 

tankin, Sir James 
Richardson.Sir Thos.( Hartlep’] 
tidley, Rt. Hon.SirMatthewW 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
tollit. Sir Albert Kaye 
tussell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 


NOES. 


Farrell, James P. (Cavan W.) 
Farrell, Thomas J. (Kerry, S.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cumb’l’d) 
Lloyd-George, David 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

(’Conror, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
(’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
(Malley, William 
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Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Sinclair,Capt.J ohn(Forfarshire 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christehureh) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Ed Jas. (Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox’d Univ 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter ; 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Ward, Hon. Robert A.(Crewe) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay 1. 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A C E(Taunt’n 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whitmore, George Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Powell- ( Birm.) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. Bath 
Woodhouse, Sir.) T( Huddersf'd 
Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B.(Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke !¥ Arey 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES: 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, Willi«m (Clare) 
Richardson, J. (Durham,s. EF.) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W. 
Tully, Jasper 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. 
Wilson, Jos. H.(Middlesbrough 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 274 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 34.) 
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Allsopp, Hon. George 
‘Archaale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas CGair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, SirFrancis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley. George C. T. 
Beach, It. Hon. W.WB. (Hants 
Jeaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
semrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
siddulph, Michael 
Bill, Charles 
Billson, Alfred 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Belton, Thomas Doliing 
Bowles,T. Gibson (King’s L ynn 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst. Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carmichael, Sir T. 1D. Gibson- 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshre 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwic h) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wor. ) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
( ‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olumb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
‘ook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
‘ooke,C. W. Radelitte( Heref’d) 
‘orbett. A. Cameron (Glasgow 
‘ornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
‘Tipps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. Sheph’d (Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir Hor. D. (¢ ‘hatham) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
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Doughty, George 
A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Drucker, A. 
Duckworth, James 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Emmott, Alfred 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man’r 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 
F inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fry, Lewis 
Galloway, Wm. 
Garfit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hn. AGH. (CitvofLond.) 
Gibbs, Hon. V (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Angustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-< General 
Gordon, Hon. Jolin Edward 
a Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourle y,SirEdwardTemperl'y 
Grekem, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (W edneshmny 
Cirey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Haldane, RKichard Burdon 
Halsey, Thomas I’rederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt Hon. R. Win. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Heath, James 
Hedder wick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Helder, Augustus 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
' Hoare, E. Brodie ( (Hampstead) | 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard, Joseph 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry (. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnson- Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnston, William ( Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
, Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
‘ Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHn.SirU 


Johnson 
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Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Knowles, Lees 
Lafone, ‘Alfred 
Lawrence,Sir E. Durn’g-(Corn. 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lea,SirThomas(Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leizgh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans’ 
Lockwood, Lt.-Colonel A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lougb, Thomas 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Ewan, William 
M<Iver, Sir Lewis(Edinb..W. ) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, James 
Maleolm, Ian 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, C harles James 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm'thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Morton, Ed. J. C. (Devonport) 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, RtHn. AGraham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (B sath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Ce il W illiam 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. ) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert John { 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
fankin, Sir —— 
Richardson, J. (Durham,s. E. 
Richardson Sir Thos. (Hartlep’ 
tickett, J. Compton 
tidley, {t. Hn.SirMatthew W. 
titehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
fobson, William Snowdon 
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Rollit. Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, James 

Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutheriord, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 


Abraham, Win. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Blake, Edward 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Engledew, Charles John 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Farrell, Thomas J. (Kerry, 5.) 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
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Stewart. Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf'd Un. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, ( harles Ernest 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Ward, Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augus us Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Weir, James Galloway 


NOES, 


Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cumb’ land 
Maealeese, Daniel 

MacNeill. John Gordon Swift 
M‘De-mott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 


O'Connor, Jas.-(Wicklow, W.) | 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 


THE 
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Welby,Lt-Col A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharles G. E.(Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wh ttaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T( Huddersf'd 
Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke d’ Arey 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
tedmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westineath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W. ; 
Tully, Jasper 
Wilson, J. H.( Middlesbrough) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
TkKLLERS FOR THE NOES 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


COMMISSIONER or 


WORKS (Mr. Akers DovuGiLas, Kent, 
St. Augustine's): It is not included in 


this Vote. 


I will give the hon. Member 


the information privately. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): 


(In the Committee. ) 


(Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART 
MENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES), 
1899-1900. 


Crass I. 


1. £20,000, Supplementary, Revenue 
Buildings. 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): There has been very great delay 
in the completion of post offices all over 
the country. One case I know specially, 
namely, the Strand Post Office, in which 
I believe the agreement has been hung up 
for something like twelve months. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN: Unless the Strand 
Post Office is included in the Estimate it 
cannot be discussed. 


It is stated in a note to this Estimate that 
the increase is owing to greater progress 
having been made than was originally 
estimated. We should like to know if a 
considerable portion of this sum is not due 
to increased wages, and whether the right 
hon. Gentleman will give us some of the 
principal items in which the work has 
proceeded more rapidly than was ex 
pected, and also whether any of these 
buildings are in Scotland. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : The increase 
is not accounted for by the increase of 
wages only. It has oceurred because the 
year being an excellent building year, 
greater progress has heen made than was 
anticipated. No larger amount than was 
authorised will be required, but more 
money is wanted for the current year. 
Some Scottish post offices are included 
in the Vote. 


Resolution agreed to. 
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2. £40,000, Supplementary, 
Buildings, Great Britain. 


Public 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 
J should like to ask whether a sum is 
taken in this Vote to complete the altera- 
tion of Hertford House, and when the 
Wallace collection will be open to the 
public. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: My right 
hon. friend the Secretary to the Treasury 
stated the other day, in answer to a ques- 
tion, that the collection would be open 
early in May. This Estimate does not 
include the whole cost in connection with 
the collection. We shall have to ask in 
the Estimates for 1900-1 for £2,000 for 


decorative and other work. 
Resolution agreed to. 


3. £12,000, Supplementary, Rates on 
(Government Property. 


sik ALBERT ROLLIT: I am glad to 
see this addition to the original Vote, 
necause it indicates the gradual reduction 
wt a grievance under which local authori- 
ties have suffered for a long time—namely, 
that the Government has not been paying 
a proportionate sum with other ratepayers 
It is 
«uite true that the whole of the grievance 


in discharge of its local obligations. 


is not removed. The Government, being 


its own valuer, remains, but I am glad to 
see that by means of these Votes a great 
deal of the grievance is being removed, 
and | think it is due to the Secretary of 
the Treasury that this has been brought 
about. There are, however, exceptions. 
The local authorities at Portsmouth still 
retain the feeling that the ratepayers 
have to bear an undue proportion of the 
burden because the Government does not 
pay a sufficient sum in lieu of rates. On 
the other hand, in Islington and elsewhere 
| have the testimony of the various clerks 
and others that almost the entire griey- 
ance has been removed. I hope the two 
returns which are on the Paper for to- 
morrow will be assented to, and that they 
will show that no reasonable ground for 
complaint exists. I hope the present 


course of action will be continued. 


VOL. LXXIX. 
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Mr. CALDWELL: I admit, so far as 
England is concerned, that what the hon. 
Gentleman has said is perfectly true. In 
1894, previous to the present Government 
coming into office, the amount England 
obtained was £214,800 ; the amount, 
including the Supplementary Estimate we 
are now asked to vote, which England will 
obtain for the current vear is £368,000, 
making an increase of £153,200. Look 
at the case of Scotland. In 1894 the 
amount was £16,500, now it is only 
£19,000. In dealing with local rates we 
must remember what they are charged 
for. Youhave got museums and similar 
institutions for the benefit of the people 
in the Metropolis, and after the Govern- 
ment has paid heavily for the sites of 
these buildings the Metropolis says, 
“You must give usa very large sum in 
respect of local rates on account of these 
facilities which we and we alone enjoy.” 
I think that is most dishonourable on the 
part of London. It has all the advan- 
tages of having these buildings in its 
midst, and I think it is very mean on the 
part of the Metropolis to require the 
Government to pay rates on them. The 
Secretary to the Treasury tells us that 
this increase is made up of three items, 
an increase in the poundage of rates, 
contributions to new buildings, and 
increased valuations. Perhaps the 
right hon. Gentleman will tell us how 
much is to be expended under each of 
these heads. [am very glad that a return 
is to be moved for, which will show at 
once the great disparity existing between 
England and Scotland as regards Govern- 
ment rates. While Scotland contributes 
her fair share to the taxation of the 

country she gets nothing to recoup her- 
self in the shape of Government buildings 
or contracts. In the case of Ireland it 
may be said that she has the benefit of 
Imperial money, but there is nothing of 
that kind in Scotland. Of course this is 
only a Supplementary Estimate, and the 
whole matter will have to be discussed 
again. In the meantime, perhaps the 
Secretary to the Treasury would make an 
inquiry as to how far Government 
property in Scotland is being fairly valued. 
[ think when this matter is brought to 
his knowledge he will at least see that 
valuation in Scotland should proceed on 
the same lines as valuation in England. 
There is this difference in Scotland, that 


2G 
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the valuations are made up year by year, 
and there is no need to wait for a quin- 
quennial valuation as in London. In that 
way the right hon. Gentleman may be 
able to remedy a good deal of injustice. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : (Lynn 
Regis): Am I right in stating that the 
amount of the Supplementary Estimates 
consists entirely of contributions in lieu 
of rates 7 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
ton) :° Yes, Sir. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : I 
hope my right hon. friend will not carry 
away the impression, from what my hon, 
friend the Member for South Islington 
has said, that those who feel this griev- 
ance are satistied. That is not the case. 
I believe that many of the districts which 
have Government property in their 
midst feel the grievance that the Govern- 
ment values its own property and prac- 
tically rates itself. There will not be 
complete satisfaction until an arrange- 
ment is made whereby Government 
property will be subjected to the ordinary 
operations of the rating law. I should 
be very sorry if my right hon. friend 
imagined that the grievance was com- 
pletely removed, and accordingly put. it 
out of his mind as a question that was 
settled once for all. 


Sim ALBERT ROLLIT: [ distinctly 
stated that that was an objection which 
retained its full force, and that many 
local authorities contend that there ought 
to be some independent valuation. 


*Mr. HANBURY: As to Government 
valuations, it must be remembered that a 
large portion of Government property 

such as arsenals, dockyards, and places 
of that kind —differs altogether from the 
ordinary kind of property, and it is cer- 
tainly not advisable to let local surveyors 
make complete surveys of every nook and 
corner in such places. So far as we can, 
we have met the wishes of the local 


authorities ; and there is the broad fact 
Mr. Caldwell, 
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that assessment committees everywhere 
without exception have been fully  satis- 
fied and have agreed to the re-valua- 
tion made by Mr. Griffiths. Mr. 
Griffiths has left the public service, and 
we have lost a very valuable servant in 
him. He did his work of re-valuation 
remarkably well. With regard to the com 
plaint of the hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Mid-Lanark, the whole of his speech 
was a complaint that there were not 
sufficient public buildings in Scotland, 
rather than a complaint against the 
present system of levying rates. In 
Scotland Government rates are paid on 
exactly the same principle as in England : 
but of course there is nothing like the 
same number of buildings, and therefore 
the sum voted in respect of rates in Scot- 
land has not increased in the same way 
as it has in England. [ can assure him 
that a re-valuation has taken place for the 
whole of Scotland, and that the assessment 
authorities are very satisfied, and have 
taken the valuations and placed them on 
their own valuation rolls for the first 
time. We aresteadily keeping our rates 
up to the local level. 


Mr. CALDWELL: It is all very well 
to sav that Scotland has not got so many 
Government institutions, and therefore 
does not get so much out of this Vote. 
That in itself exposes the poverty of the 
argument. We do not enjoy the benefit 
of the institutions which England 
London especially —enjoys, but which are 
denied to Scotland. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Cuass II. 


4. £4,150, Supplementary, Colonial 
Oftice. 

5,- £300, Supplementary, Privy Council 
Office. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : It does seenr 
to me, on the face of it, that this Vote 
should not be made the subject of a 
Supplementary Estimate. The Com- 
mittee will see, on reference to page 7, 
that the explanation given of this £300 is 
that it is an “additional sum required to 
pay the salary of the Registrar of the 
Privy Council appointed at the maximum 
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of the scale (£1,500), provision having 
been made in the original Estimate for 
only the minimum salary (£1,200).” 
Why was not proper provision made for 
the whole of this sum? Surely it must have 
heen known when the Estimate was made 
up that this official would be granted 
the maximum salary, and therefore I 


think this ought to be an original 
Kstimate. One part of the Privy Council 


is concerned with education, although I 
belive it never meets ; another part of it 
is engaged in defence, and a third part is 
engaged in judicial work, the latter being 
the sole representative of the Star 
Chamber, and it is to that part we are 
now asked to vote this £300. I presume 
this official was appointed at the minimum 
salary, and now in the course of one year 
we are called upon to give him the maxi- 
mum salary. First of all this is not a 
proper item for a Supplementary Esti- 
mate ; and secondly, it will require a very 
considerable amount of explanation to 
make this Committee agree to give a new 
appointee the maximum salary which is 
ordinarily only reached after a certain 
number of years. In this case, I look 
upon it with even more suspicion, because 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council is concerned. I believe there is 
very considerable laxity as to the appoint- 
ment of officials in that Department and 
also as regards salaries. There is a very 
special reason why, it seems to me, this 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 
requires special attention ; and why its 
Registrar should get a maximum salary 
when only entitled to a minimum salary 
ought certainly to be inquired into. 


*Mr. HANBURY: The facts of the 
case are these. When the Estimates were 
framed at the beginning of the year, a 
gentleman was holding this situation who 
had only recently been appointed. He 
was, therefore, receiving the minimum 
salary of £1,200 a year and he could not 
have risen to £1,500 until he had served 
five years. Well, that gentleman received 
an appointment under the Viceroy of 
India, and, of course, a successor had to 
he provided. We were very anxious to 
reduce the number of Charity Commis- 
sioners. There were three Charity Com- 
sioners and one Endowed School Com- 

That being so, we thought 
occurrence of this vacancy 


missioner. 
that the 
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offered an opportunity of reducing the 
number of Commissioners. The gentle- 
man who had heen appointed to this post 
had then, as a Charity Commissioner, a 
salary of £1,200 a year, which would 
probably shortly have risen to £1,500 
We were therefore bound to offer him 
some inducement to take this post where 
£1,500 a year was the maximum, the 
maximum salary of the Charity Commis- 
sioners being larger. The result was a 
clear saving of the salary of a Com- 
missioner. The Endowed Schools Com- 
missioner, a post which we wished to 
abolish, was made a Charity Commis- 
sioner, at exactly the same salary as he 
received as an Endowed Schools Commis- 
sioner, and the whole effect has been a 
saving of £900 a year at once, and 
£1,200 later on. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : This arrange- 
ment may be a very good one for the 
service all round, but it is a very bad one 
for this particular post. 


*Mr. CALDWELL: In order to prevent 
a possible misinterpretation of this being 
thought to be an increase of salary for a 
particular oftice, possibly the Secretary to 
the Treasury will make an entry on the 
Estimates that the salary is personal to 
the present holder, and that no change 
is made on the minimum and maximum 
salary in the event of a new appointment. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Estimates for 
the coming year are in print, but the 
suggestion of the hon. Gentleman is quite 
reasonable. 


Resolution agreed to. 

6. £20,000, Supplementary, Stationery, 
and Printing. 

7. £5, Supplementary, Valuation, and 
Boundary Survey, Ireland. 


Resolutions to be reported. 


Cxass ITI. 


Motion made and Question proposed 
“ That a Supplementary sum, not exceed- 
ing £1,440, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 


2G 2 
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salaries and expenses of the Prison Com- 
missioners for Scotland and of the prisons 
under their control.” 


*Mr. CALDWELL: I wish some par- 
ticulars in regard to this Vote, but in the 
absence of the Lord Advocate it will be 
more convenient to postpone the Vote. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Ciass LY. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
** That a Supplementary sum, not exceed- 
ing £3,000, be granted to Her Majesty 
to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the 
Department of Science and Art in respect 
of Science Schools.” 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: I desire to 
address a question in regard to this Vote 
to the Vice-President of the Council, and 
it would be a great convenience if he 
could be present. I do not know what is 
the regular course in this matter, but I 
am not aware that the Science and Art 
Department is in a different position now 
from what it was last year. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Ciass V. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
* That a Supplementary sum, not exceed- 
ing £162,500, be granted to Her Majesty 
to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1900, for 
grants in aid of the expenses of the British 
Protectorates in Uganda and in Central 
and East Africa.” 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 
shire, Forest of Dean): In the absence of 
the Minister in charge of this Vote, I 
would like to ask the Seeretary to the 
Treasury what course the Government 
proposes to adopt. Ido not know whether 
they are content to adjourn the Vote ; but 
I shall have to make an attack on the 
administration of Uganda. 


{COMMONS} 
on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the | 
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Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Lord Hucu 
CEcIL). House counted, and forty Members 
being found present, 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (continuing) : 
This is one of the largest Supplementary 
Votes compared with the original Vote 
that has ever been put before the House. 
It is, moreover, impossible to say whether 
the expenditure concerns matters which 
have been passed over or expenditure in- 
curred in the present year. The foot-note 
states that the expenditure was consequent 
on the disturbed state of the Protectorate of 
Uganda and neighbouring districts. Now, 
the recent insurrection of the Soudanese 
troops was completely suppressed before 
the beginning of the present financial 
year, but it is possible that we shall he 
told that the Vote now before the Com- 
mittee is expenditure largely on account 
of that insurrection. When Uganda was 
occupied we were assured that the sum of 
£50,000 would represent the probable ex- 
penditure per annum in that province, 
and at a later period it was suggested 
that in the course of no distant time 
Uganda would pay its way. The Com- 
mittee will see from the Vote to what 
an enormous sum that expenditure has 
grown. The defence which has been 
made by the Foreign Office for the large 
amountasked for for Ugandaisthe plea that 
the Protectorate had heen starved, that is 
to say that the difficulties of administration 
had heen so great that we have not been 
able to have a proper Civil Service, and 
had not been able to pay for a sufficient 
number of recruits, and that that was the 
real cause of the insurrection. It was 
also said that a cause of the insurrection 
was the small pay of the Soudanese troops 
on whom we were forced to rely. We 
are in great difficulty in regard to this 
Vote being administered by the Foreign 
Office. The Foreign Office is not really 
intended to govern provinces of this kind. 
It cannot do so because it has no trained 
Civil Service to employ in the Govern- 
ment. We know the shifts to which 
the Foreign Office have been driven, 
when they had actually to employ a valet 
as a governor, although I believe he did 
make a very good governor. Here is an 
enormous Supplementary Estimate, signi- 
fying, on the face of it, a tremendous 
amount of waste and muddle in the case 
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of a Department where there is no proper 
Treasury control. We know that the 
Prime Minister complained the other day 
of Treasury control, but in this particular 
‘ase the Prime Minister is his own 
Minister, for he not only Prime 
Minister, but Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs; but we have not the 
ordinary constitutional control through 
the Prime Minister which in another 
Department we should have. A book 
has just been published which throws 
some degree of light on the causes of this 
expenditure in the Uganda Protectorate 
hy the Foreign Office. Hitherto we have 
had full reports by Colonel Macdonald as 
to what took place in Uganda. We have 
now a statement of the other side of the 
account as to these same proceedings in 
the book I have referred to by the late 
Major Thruston. That officer had the 
confidence of the Foreign Office while 
alive, because he was Governor of the 
whole of the Unyoro province, was after- 
wards employed in Egypt, and then taken 
back again to Uganda, where he met his 
death at the hands of the Soudanese muti- 
neers. Since his death he seems to have 
lost the confidence of the Foreign Office, 
hecause it now stated that though 
he was a gallant and estimable gentle- 
man, he was not an officer on whom 
reliance could be placed. Major Thruston 
in his book gives a complete account of 


is 


is 


the whole of the difficulties between 
Colonel Macdonald and the Soudanese 
mutineers. We alleged in this House 


that there were reasons to suppose that 
the Foreign Office was blameworthy in 
putting Colonel Macdonald in command of 
the Soudanese troops. He was an adminis- 
trator of great ability, but not desirable as 
a commander of these particular troops. 
We said that after the previous troubles 
Colonel Macdonald had with the Soudan- 
ese, the Foreign Oftice was blameworthy 


in employing him again with these 
troops. The Foreign Office laid before 


us Colonel Macdonald’s account of the 
proceedings in Uganda, as his exculpa- 
tion; we have now the other side by 
Major Thruston. In spite of the enormous 
expenditure in Uganda the Foreign 
Office now alleges that the administra- 
tion had been starved ; but it was starved 
in no degree more than in the reduction 
of pay and the alterations in the condi- 
tions of service of the Soudanese troops, 
which really caused the mutiny. The 
Foreign Office governs two provinces 
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on either side of an imaginary line 

Uganda and British East Africa. In 
Uganda they pay their Soudanese troops 
at the rate of four rupees a month, not 
in money, but iu calico goods, and these 
invariably in arrear ; whereas in British 
East Africa they were paying twenty-six 
rupees a month for precisely the same 
service, and these were always paid 
punetually and in cash. That fact in 
itself, apart from the breaking of other 
conditions of service of the Soudanese 
engaged in Uganda, is enough to account 
for the troubles which arose. Then the 
Foreign Office was obliged to appoint 
officers in command of the Soudanese who 
were unable to speak any of the dialects, 
and consequently unable to communicate 
with their men in any language at all, and 
who did not know Arabic sufficiently to 
go beyond the mere words of command. 
Major Thruston has shown very clearly 
the extent to which we all were deceived 
in the matter of the Juba expedition, and 
we have brought before us, for the first 
time, the character of our contest with the 
Soudanese in Unyoro, and for which we 
are paying with this Vote. He tells us 
the army consisted exclusively of twenty 
thousand of the Uganda tribes, who are 
stated to have served in the expedition 
simply for the purpose of plunderand paying 
off old scores. What was the next service 
on which Major Thruston was employed ? 
He was sent to fetch some 200 Sudanese 
troops out of a disputed territory, and 
found that to do so he had to fetch with 
them a following of 10,000 people, mostly 
women and children, and Major Thruston 
informed the world in his book that 7,000 
of these 10,000 people failed to accomplish 
the march, the great majority dying on 
the road. The road was marked by the 
skeletons of men, women, and children. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop- 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford): From what 
source does the right hon. Baronet quote 
that statement ? 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE: From_ his 
book. Major Thruston stated in so many 
words that, sent out as a British officer 
under the Foreign Office, the work upon 
which he found himself employed was 
that of a Bashi-Bazouk, a raider, and an 
ivory thief. He so described his work to 
a general ofticer, whose name was not 
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expressly given, but whom it was not 


ditticult to identify with a gallant ofticer 


who was now serving with great distine- 
tion in South Africa, and he quoted that 
general officer as having said that he 
would sooner be a slave under the rule of 
the Khalifa than a negro in one of our 
spheres of influence. Passing from that 
topic I must say I do not think that the 
achievements of the Foreign Office in 
trying to administer large tracts of Africa 
are calculated to strengthen the Empire. 
Are we ever likely to get any return for 
the enormous expenditure in that direc- 
tion? The Foreign Office is not organised 
or equipped for the administration of 
territory, and the financial muddle shown 
by the present enormous Supplementary 
Estimate proves it. I beg to move the 
reduction of this Vote by £10,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Uganda Grant in Aid) 
he reduced by £10,000." (Sir Charles 
Dilke.) 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES deeply 
regretted that the Foreign Office 
should have entered upon this ad- 
venture, which, as the right hon. 
Baronet had truly pointed out, was 
one in which they could not hope to 
approach the Colonial Office. We had 
the Colonial Office entering into negotia- 
tions with signal want of success; the 
Foreign Office undertook to administer 
and even to conquer territories with equal 
want of success; and he supposed we 
would have the Minister for Agriculture 
charged with the conduct of a war one of 
these days. He contended that the De- 
partment had not only cheated the troops, 
but it had provoked, by the errors of its 
officers, a mutiny which might have heen 
avoided ; while in the choice of its otticers 
it had proved itself to be singularly in- 
competent to select the men to fill the 
posts they were intended to occupy. 
From the beginning it had been a warlike 
and strategic failure, and this Estimate 
showed it to be a financial failure. His 
belief was that the Foreign Office had 
never considered the character of the 
work in which it was engaging in 
Uganda, and he looked with alarm at the 
new responsibilities which were being 
assumed by that Department. If we should 
succeed in finally conquering, pacifving, 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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and developing the country, our responsi- 
bilities would be heightened in respect of 
the maintenance of the country and its 


people. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): | 
trust the Under Secretary of State for the 
Foreign Office will not accuse me of 
making an attack on the Foreign Office, 
but T cannot refrain from making a com- 
plaint when we see the brutal way in 
which these expeditions have been car- 
ried out by the officers of the Foreign 
Oftice. I believe the Foreign Office made 
a mistake in beginning the Uganda 
expedition at all; but having decided to 
occupy that country they ought to have 
proceeded in a businesslike and proper 
way. The Colonial Office was the proper 
office to have undertaken this matter, 
simply hecause they havea number of civil 
administrators in all parts of the world who 
are inured to climate, know the natives, and 
are not bound by the same rules as military 
men. There is a good man in Sir Harry 
Johnston, who, under trying and difficult 
circumstances, has always acted with the 
tact, patience, and good temper which 
was not as a rule shown by military 
officers. Major Thruston in his book 
discloses a condition of things which 
proves that the Uganda Administra- 
tion was a very great mistake in its 
earlier stages, and conducted with a 
singular disregard to the condition of the 
native races. Many of the men appointed 
to this expedition knew little of the lan- 
guages or the manners and customs of the 
people, and could only convey their 
thoughts to the troops through an inter- 
preter. In that mutiny five hundred 
were killed or wounded, and the wounded 
were left behind to die, which means 
being eaten by lions shortly after the ex- 
pedition has passed away. I come to the 
way in which the natives have been 
treated in the building of the railway. 
Nearly every day, some months ago, we 
read in the London papers of coolies 
engaged in the making of this railway 
being deprived of the most elementary 
precautions that ought to have been 
given to them, the result being that 
many were devoured by lions. Native 
labour is cheap, but you have no 
right needlessly to sacrifice men in 
the way that has been done in 
connection with this Uganda railway. 
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The right hon. Baronet referred to the | 


fact that out of 10,000 men who started 
on this expedition 7,000 died or were 
devoured by wild animals. The writer 
of the book to which I have referred is in 
the employ of the Government, and at page 
182 he says 

“We had now been eight days out. Food 
Was running short. We were in a foodless 


country, and a great many of the women and 
children began to sufter.”’ 


Further on he says— 


* Eighteen miles ina — country is a 
long march for half-starved women and chii- 
dren, and some hundreds never saw the end 
of it.” 


1 complain of want of management 
and lack of adaptation to local cir- 
cumstances, when women and children 


are dragged at the heels of Soudanese 
troops for eighteen miles, half starve«| 
and in this shocking condition. I am not 
personally blaming the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs, but I say it is typical of 
nearly everything done with regard to 
Uganda since we entered upon that wild 
expedition. The blundering which has 
characterised this expedition with regard 
to the natives and camp followers has also 
characterised the treatment of the engi- 
neers and drivers and other men taken 
out from this country. [am one of the 
small band of men who objected alto- 
yether to the initial outlay for Uganda on 
the ground that the Uganda expedition 
was a mistake. But having entered wpon 
it the Foreign Office should have shown 
greater discretion than they have done 
in the selection of their lines of route and 
of the officers in charge and the conditions 
under which the expedition should be 
proceeded with. We are amply justified 
hy Major Thruston’s book in every one 
of the criticisms we made against Uganda 
years ago. The Government would be 
wise if they withdraw those who are out 
it Uganda to their base as soon as they 
can. If they are intent upon proceed- 
ing they should take every step to 
avoid the initial mistakes, and the colossal 
and preventible cruelty imposed on white 
subordinates, native troops, and all men 
connected with the expedition. I protest 
against this expenditure of £162,000 


hecause I believe it is indicative of a mad 
feeling on the part of the Government to 
extend its administration to all the wild 
We have to recog- 


corners of the earth. 
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nise this fact, that in foreign expansion 
we are biting off more than we can chew, 
swallowing more than we can digest. 
Having had the pleasure and experience 
of knowing in Africa how natives should 
be treated, and believing the Foreign 
Office have not treated them properly, 
I protest against the incompetence of 
this expedition. With great pleasure 
I associate myself with the two hon. 
Members who have spoken, and I beg the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs to 
go closely and deeply into this question. 
If he does, he will find he will have to 
revolutionise the whole method of pro- 
ceeding in the neighbourhood of Uganda, 
and accept in the main the suggestions 
that Sir Harry Johnston, from a practical 
point of view, will make to him. Above 
all, I appeal to him to keep the soldier 
to his proper work, and let all expeditions 
he conducted by men who have experi- 


ence of the tropics, who are — tact- 
ful in their treatment of the natives, 
and are inured to the climate. It is 


because the opposite type of men has 
been selected that | hope the right hon. 
Baronet will press his motion to a 
division, and if he does I shall have much 
pleasure in supporting him in the Lobby. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The right hon. 
Gentleman who moved a reduction of this 
Vote has asked, and I am not surprised 
that he should ask, for an explanation 
with regard to the very considerable sum 
now asked for the additional Grant in Aid 
for Uganda. All who have addressed the 
House have assumed that the increased 
Vote is due tosome want of foresight and 
consideration on the part of the Foreign 
Office, for which they have severely cen- 
sured that Department, and from which 
they have drawn the conclusion that it is 
quite incapable of dealing with these 
territories and Estimates. Perhaps I am 
for not being in my place, but 
the Vote was called on very hurriedly in 
consequence of the postponement of other 
Votes ; otherwise [ should have at once 
explained the circumstances under which 
this additional sum is asked. Almost the 
whole of this amount is due not to any 
want of foresight on the part of the 
Foreign Office, but to the great distance 
at which we are dealing with these Esti- 
mates, and to the circumstance that we 
had to employ in the mutiny which 
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occurred in Uganda a regiment brought 
from India. Up to the moment that regi- 
ment arrived in Uganda the expenditure 
had to be provided on Indian revenues, 
and the Indian Government, till they 
made up their accounts, were not able to 
tell us the precise amount due from 
Uganda on account of this regiment, 
which came from Bombay, not returning 
there until four months after the 
Estimates of the current year were 
framed. The result was that the 
Indian Government did not make 
its claims until a considerable time 
after we had framed our estimates. This I 
think is a complete answer to those who 
consider the Foreign Office were in any 
way responsible for errors of judgement 
in the matter. The Indian Government 
gave us a claim to cover a certain period 
in regard to stores, passages, railway 
travelling, points which could not be 
taken outof the Indian accounts ina hurry. 
They made claims on us at different 
times, which, with other Bills drawn on 
us on the same account, amounted 
in the course of the current financial 
year to nearly £120,000 out of the 
£147,000 comprising the total estimate 
now submitted. That in reality is the 
main substratum of this Vote. There are 
a few other points, one of which I might 
mention to the Committee. There is an 
item on account of transport by railway. 
That is due not to any tardiness on the 
part of the India Oftice, but to a decision 
for which the right hon. Gentlemen the 
Secretary of the Treasury is responsible, 
and in which the Foreign Office concur, 
namely, that to put matters on a business 
footing it was desirable that all the 
traftic on the Uganda Railway should be 
paid for by and charged on the Protector- 
ate, and reappear as an asset of the 
Uganda Railway as being part of its 
earnings. I think the Committee will see 
that that is the only proper system to 
adopt. When once you begin in any 
part of the world to carry everything 
which people choose to send, the amount 
carried will, of course, largely increase. 
By this system the Protectorate pay the 
current rate of charge for everything 
carried on the railway, and on the other 
hand, the railway receipts show what- 
ever work they do for the Protector- 
ate. That covers some £20,000, and, 
without going into smaller items prac- 
tically covers the whole of the supple- 
mentary estimates, I am not going to 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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‘labour this charge against. the Foreign 


Office of want of foresight, want of. 
financial control, financial collapse, and 
the other oratorical expressions used by 
the hon. Member for King’s Lymn, hut 
many impertant points have been raised 
to which I should like to refer. The real 
main question we have to consider in 
regard to finance is the point raised hy: 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for: 
the Forest of Dean when he referred to a 
speech of the right hon. Baronet opposite 
in 1895, in which it was stated that the 
Treasury estimate of the annual expense of 
the Uganda Protectorate was £40,000. 
The right hon. Gentleman states truly that 
the expenditure on the Uganda Protee- 
torate has been very considerably above 
that amount. In the first place there is 
no question whatever that the progress of 
events precipitated operations in the 
Uganda Protectorate, as often happens 
when a barbarous country is taken over. 
You cannot always confine your operations 
within the immediate centre or sphere 
you may choose for yourself. Our experi- 
ence in Uganda is not unique in that 
respect. If you look back on our experi- 
ence in any part of the world where we 
have taken up the work of government 
you will find that at one time or another 
in the early years of our occupation we 
have had to expend considerable sums 
and put ourselves to great trouble in 
order to conquer or to put on a more 
civilised basis the country we have taken 
up. That has been our experience in 
Asia, Africa, and Canada. It is also 
our experience in Uganda, and although 
I am far from saying that at this 
period of the nineteenth century we can 
but expect to repeat the errors made on 
previous oceasions, yet I think it is 
expecting a great deal, considering the 
condition of Uganda when it was taken 
over in 1894-95, to suppose that we should 
be able to establish a peaceable adminis- 
tration in all those vast territories without 
any difficulties or disturbances.  Un- 
doubtedly, two years ago we underwent 
a very chequered experience. We had, 
at the same time a revolt on the part of 
the natives and a mutiny in our own 
troops. That mutiny was dealt with 
with considerable difficulty at the time 
owing to the small number of Europeans 
there, but so far from deserving the 
epithets of opprobrium which to-night 
have been heaped upon the officials 1 
think the conduct of our officers I 
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Uganda under circumstances of excep- | 
tional difficulty and danger is highly to be 
commended. As regards the mutiny, 
there is no doubt it has caused heavy 
expenditure, and for the time it shook 
the whole fabric, but I am glad to say 
that since I spoke here last year we have 
had no signs whatever of a recrudescence 
of those troubles, and so far as I am 
aware every report we have had looks 
forward to a very much quieter time in 
the future than we have had in the past. 
But surely, in estimating the expendi- 
ture to which we have been put in Uganda, 
we ought to consider with regard to these 
African Protectorates what has been the 
experience of other countries in the same 
regions. I quite admit that £50,000, the 
sum mentioned by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, has been exceeded, but what has been 
the total amount we have had to expend, 
and, on the other hand, what has been the 
total amount expended by other countries 
in the same regions? [ go back practi- 
cally to the beginning and take Uganda 
and British East Africa, two enormous 
protectorates, covering a vast extent of 
territory, and with populations the 
number of which has not yet been ascer- 
tained. On those two British protec- 
torates in the last five years, including 
this present estimate, we have spent 
about £1,500,000 all told. Then take 
German East Africa and German South- 
west Africa, two protectorates or posses- 
sions Which are not equal in size to ours, 
and certainly not in any respect. less 
favourably circumstanced as regards ex- 
penditure, and what do we find? The 
expenditure on those two German Protee- 
torates during the same period, taking 
only the estimates, for we have no 
record to which we can refer as to any 
supplementary sums which may have been 
raised, was a little more than £2,600,000, 
or more than 40 per cent. over ours. If 
we take the two largest French Protec- 
torates in Africa---the French Congo and 
Senegal—we find that even now, when 
the expenditure is, so to speak, normal, 
the sum is about £1,670,000. The Italian 
Government in Erythrea have spent 
some £5,000,000 in five vears. I do not 


for a moment say that we are not bound 
to show a better result, but I do say that 
judged by these figures the expenditure 
on our protectorates is not an exceptional 
charge upon the Empire ; whatever it is, 
it is not that bottomless abyss of expen- 
diture about which so much has been 
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said to-night on the assumption that there 
is no control, and that we know 
nothing as to how we shall stand in the 
future. I think too much stress has 
been laid on that point. If this has been 
our experience in the past, the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn says we may 
expect heavier charges in the future. 
After the example of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, I certainly should not 
attempt to prophesy with regard to the 
Estimates for Uganda. But this I can 
say, that the Estimates for this Protec- 
torate, which will be distributed on 
Monday next, have been carefully con- 
sidered by Sir Harry Johnston in con- 
nection with the late Deputy-Commis- 
sioner, Colonel Ternam. The sum voted 
for the present year was £250,000, and 
the present additional Estimates of 
£147,000. Sir Harry Johnston has gone 
very carefully into the Estimates, and has 
come to the conclusion that we may look 
this year for a reduction of £50,000 on 
the original Estimate of £250,000 voted 
last year. That does not represent the 
whole of Sir Harry Johnston’s views. 
That gentleman left this country last 
September and arrived in Uganda in 
November, and has been occupying him- 
self by visiting various outposts — in 
Uganda and forming his own ideas both 
for the administration and of the future 
prospects of the country. [am not ina 
position to lay Sir Harry Johnston’s 
views before the Committee to-night. 
For those we must expect to wait for 
some time. We cannot expect a man, 
however experienced, to arrive on the 
scene and within a few weeks give us a 
complete review of the possessions upon 
which he has heen asked to report. But 
I can say two or three things which, | 
think, will be of interest and of a reassur- 
ing character. In the first place, Sir 
Harry Johnston appears to be satisfied 
that, so far from the organisation of 
government in Uganda being of an un- 
satisfactory and haphazard character, it 
has been well planned and well admini- 
stered, and that great progress has been 
made. Secondly, although he sees his 
way to decrease of expenditure, that 
decrease is not due to there having been 
an exceptional number of officials ; and, 
moreover, Sir Harry Johnston is sanguine 
that in a very short time he will be able 
to show a large increase of revenue. 
One hon. Member on the floor of this 
House has described the country as a 
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desert, but I will compare that with the 
opinion of Sir Harry Johnston, who is a 
very cautious observer, and he said he 
was greatly struck by its producing 
capacity, as also by the wealth of its 
flocks, and he was likewise struck by the 
great progress which had been made in 
establishing friendly relations with the 
tribal chiefs, which augurs extremely 
well not only for our pacific relation with 
the tribes, but also for the collection of 
the revenue in the future, and although 
that is not a subject which T will dwell 
upon at any length, I will say that Sir 
H. Johnston was further impressed with 
the way in which the Uganda Railway 
has been made and worked. We may, 
therefore, put aside the idea which had 
heen sedulously advanced hefore the Com- 
mittee that the organisation in Uganda 
is chaos, that there is no future, that our 
best chance is to clear out of the country, 
and that the men who have been sent out 
hy the Foreign Office to administer the 
country have been incompetent for their 
task. I view with considerable regret 
—I might say almost with suspicion —-the 
passages which have been quoted from 
Major Thruston’s book, because the state- 
ments therein made cannot have been 
checked by that officer, and can only have 
heen contained in private letters written 
in confidence. [ demur altogether to the 
suggestion that any guilt or any 
lialnlity is to be attached to Colonel 
Macdonald or to any of the ofticers in’ his 
expedition who, in circumstances of great 
ditticulty, did the hest thev could, 


*Strk CHARLES DILKE: I am sure 
that both to-night and upon former occa- 
sions when we have had this matter 
before us, | spoke in the highest terms 
with regard to the able services and the 
gallantry of Colonel Macdonald. What I 
stated was that I simply blamed the 
Foreign Office for the part they took in 
putting him in a position of such serious 
difficulty. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I confess that I am 
wnable to understand why the cireum- 
stances under which a gallant officer lost 
his life, and under which other gallant 
ofticers did their best to rescue him, has 
been so much criticised. They had to 
meet a very difficult set of circumstances 
and they acquitted themselves creditably. 
Mr. Brodrick. 


(COMMONS} 
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The statements of Major Thruston are 
very strong, and some of them I shall be 
very glad to investigate, although the 
time is past when any redress can he 
undertaken. [ think such statements 
should be made with very great reserve 
until we see what is to be said on the 
other side. The main question which 
has been raised is, whether the Foreign 
Office ought to administer the affairs of 
Uganda at all, and the hon. Member 
opposite said he could not understand 
on what grounds the Foreign Office 
attempted to administer protectorates, 
The reason why the Foreign Office ought 
to administer these protectorates is that 
they continually involve questions of 
foreign affairs. In many instances the 
houndaries are not yet fixed, and there 
must be continually difficulties and 
friction arising which concern the Foreign 
Oftice. We have incurred so far consider- 
able expenditure in Uganda which, from 
all the information that comes to us, we 
do not expect will be continued in the 
future. [| do urge upon the House to 
helieve that so far from that expenditure 
which has been incurred having produced 
a system of government which is in any 
way a reproach either to the House or to 
this country, I believe that the progress 
made in Uganda is a progress which is 
quite out of proportion to the time we 
have been there, and is also exceptional 
even in comparison with other parts of 
Africa where the influence of Great 
Britain has been much longer established. 
The progress of the Uganda Railway 
has been a civilising work of the first 
magnitude. It has been suggested that 
we have undertaken in Uganda liabilities 
which will prove an ineubus to this 
country, but I challenge that statement 
altogether. I believe that, so far, the 
object for which these protectorates were 
first taken up were not merely that they 
should become — civilising mediums, 
not because there was a mere desire 
to acquire territory for the process of 
expansion, but the considerable liabilities 
attaching to them were undertaken in 
the pursuance of a definite policy of 
securing territory which had to do 
with the head waters of the Nile, 
which are absolutely necessary for 
the control of Egypt and the Soudan. | 
regard it, therefore, not as a question of 
national advantage, but as a question of 
Imperial necessity. If we are to hold 
Egypt and be masters of the Soudan as 
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we are, it is absolutely necessary that the 
head waters of the Nile should he in the 
hands of the power which controls those 
two countries ; and we have no intention 
whatever of giving way in the position we 
have taken up. Every year it becomes 
more and more obvious that the life of 
Egypt is the Nile. [Mr. LABoUCHERE: 
Oh, oh !] The hon. Member jeers at that 
statement, but he jeers at every expan- 
sion which is made in that direction. He 
laughed at Uganda, and yet at this very 
moment and quite recently the process of 
eutting the sudd on the railway between 
Uganda and Khartoum is already being 
carried out 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 1 
must remind the right hon. Gentleman 
that the general policy of opening up 
Uganda is not open to discussion on this 
Vote. All that is open for discussion is 
this particular item. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: What has been 
said, and very strongly said, is that this 
expenditure has nothing whatever to do 
with the Empire at large, but I confess 
that that is not the view of the Govern- 
ment. Throughout the whole of these 
proceedings the Foreign Office have been 
guided solely by a desire to hold only 
that which was necessary to make our 
occupation effectual. I may remind the 
Committee that this Supplementary Esti- 
mate is, to a large extent, to meet expen- 
diture which took place two years ago, 
and does not represent the normal expen- 
diture under ordinary circumstances. As 
I stated when there were very few Mem- 
hers in the House there will be a con- 
siderable reduction in the Estimates for 
the coming year, and that reduction will be 
associated, we believe, with good govern- 
ment, with improvements, and with a 
thorough realisation of those objects for 
which the House originally sanctioned 
this Vote. 


Sm EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick): I have a few comments 
to make upon the speech which we have 
had from the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site and on the speeches of those who 
preceded him in the debate. Really I 


think we approach this Vote this evening | 
with a desire to hear about the future 
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rather than to dispute about the past. 
We undoubtedly wish to know what the 
money has been required for, but we 
know that there is a great deal which 
is unpleasant which is past and beyond 
recall, and we are anxious to have an 
assurance that the present condition of 
Uganda is improving and likely to im- 
prove still more. That assurance we have 
had from the right hon. Gentleman as far 
as it is possible to give an assurance with 
regard to the future, and we have had it 
given on better authority than it is usually 
possible to give an assurance on ‘in a case 
of this kind. We have had it on the 
authority of Sir Harry Johnston, who 
is now on the spot, and who of 
all men is perhaps the best fitted 
to form an impartial estimate — of 
what the future of Uganda is likely to 
he. It is easy for a man to go to Uganda, 
and to be favourably impressed by a 
country which he sees for the first time, 
but Sir Harry Johnston is a man who has 
had great experience of many parts of 
Africa. He has shown he has a special 
capacity for taking advantage of experi- 
ence. The judgment he has formed of 
Uganda is not that of a man attracted 
by novelty, but of a man who has a 
wide range of knowledge by which to 
judge, and as large a standard by 
which to compare the possibilities of 
Uganda as any man could have; and he 
says that the character of the natives of 
Uganda stands high as compared with 
that of the natives in other parts of 
Africa, and he sees great possibilities in 
the economic conditions of the country. 
That is the most favourable estimate that 
we can expect to have placed before the 
Committee ; it is the most substantial 
thing we have yet had put before us. 
Now, there are one or two points on 
which we seem to be agreed. We are 
all agreed that there has been a certain 
amount of financial confusion, the result 
of which appears in this — large 
Supplementary Kstimate. That financial 


/ confusion, I have no doubt, has been the 


result of sudden emergencies in Uganda, 
which have required sudden expedients 
to be resorted to. I do not’ think 
that the confusion is to be run 
to earth entirely in the Foreign 
Office. The confusion is evidently the 
result of more than one Department 
having heen called into play, and it will, 
no doubt, not exist in the future, now 
that the country has been placed under 
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more settled administration. 
another matter of agreement, and that is 
that we are not going to cavil with 
the conduct of any of the officers engaged 
in the mutiny. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the 
Dean made an interruption just now 
with the object of saying that that 
was not his intention. That mutiny was 
a most trving experience for every 
officer on the spot. Two lives were 
sacrificed under most distressing cireum- 
stances, but I think that all the officers 
were in danger. They were all without 
the possibility of support or relief; they 
were obliged to deal with a great emer- 
gency anda great crisis with no help or 
resourees at their command, and with no 
hope of having their resources increased. 
They were scattered in different parts of 
the country, and each man had to act 
upon his own initiative and responsibility 
in dealing with the emergency. 
be impossible to review what was going 
on while those men were in danger of 
their lives. They occupied a position 
which commands our sympathy, and 
which is absolutely beyond our criticism, 
and my own feeling on reading the 
account of the mutiny is that those 
engaged in it, and those who came 
through it successfully, deserve the 
appreciation of the House. But if we 
go back to the causes of the mutiny, I 
think there is room for criticism. The 
causes of the mutiny, no doubt, were 
the poor and unequal payment of the 
Soudanese and the fact that the payment 
was in arrear; and, I believe, above all, 
the fact that certain companies of the 
Soudanese were overworked, All that 
took place before Colonel Macdonald was 
on the spot. It may be difficult for 
Members of the Committee to fix definitely 
the responsibility for the causes which led 
to the mutiny, but there is a significant 
omission in Mr. Berkeley’s report on the 
mutiny. That gentleman expressly de- 
clines to report as to how it was that 
certain companies of the Soudanese were 
overworked ; he leaves the reason to be 
explained by the Foreign Office. It ought 
to have been within the power of the 
Foreign Office to have formed a pretty 
good idea as to what the causes of the 
mutiny were and as to how far they could 
have been avoided or not. I trust the 
Department has been in a position to find 
a reason in their own minds, though I do 
not wish to press the right hon. Gentle- 


Sir Bdward Grey. 
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man to reopen the question now. We 
have had some very painful revelations 
read to us from the book of Major 
Thruston. I have not read the book, and 
I am not prepared to say more about what 
we have heard until I have had an oppor- 
tunity of reading the book, except to say 
that I listened to the extracts with the 
greatest pain. They relate to past events, 
but even though those events are entirely 
past, and there may be no chance of their 
recurring, we cannot hear what is said 
to have occurred without great distress, 
but we have to remember that even if 
such things have occurred in the Uganda 
Protectorate, the state of that Protectorate 
has advanced immensely upon what it 
was when we went there. That is some 
compensation for the mutiny and_ for 
other undesirable things that may have 
happened under the stress of circumstances. 
Then, the slave trade has gone, and 


It would | those who read books such as that of Sir 


Harry Johnston, and realise what the slave 
trade means--the calculated, persistent, 
cold-blooded brutality with which the 
slave trade was carried on generation 
after generation—must feel a relief that 
that has gone, and gone for ever. It 
is an enormous compensation for the 
trouble we have had. | pass now 
to deal more especially with the 
criticism which culminated in more than 
criticism-——in positive attack —by the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn on the adminis- 
tration of the Foreign Office. The hon. 
Member is one with whom I am always 
anxious to agree, but the hon. Gentleman 
knows so very much, and he goes so very 
fast over so many subjects, that it is some- 
times a little difficult for those who are 
less well informed to follow him. The 
hon. Member has one fixed idea, and that 
is a rooted disbelief in everything the 
Foreign Office does, and sometimes it 
leads him astray. I have heard him 
express a disbelief in the knowledge 
of French possessed by Foreign Office 
officials. That rooted disbelief _ has 
led him astray as to the cause of 
the troubles in Uganda. The Foreign 
Office should not be considered as 
an administrative body, but in this 
debate I have heard the Foreign Office 
attacked as if it were the only office in 
the whole world which ever showed any 
deficiency in administration, and I do 
not think that is quite fair. Whenever 
the question of Uganda is raised in 
the House we are told that Uganda 
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has gone wrong hecause the Foreign 
Office is quite incapable of administration, 
and more than hints are thrown out that 
had it only been in the hands of the 
Colonial Office it would have been entirely 
different. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I am sorry to 
interrupt the hon. Baronet, but what | 
did say was that the Colonial Office had a 
wider area to select from of men who were 
acclimatised. I have been to Africa, and 
| think I know a little more about it than 
the hon. Gentleman. 


Sm EDWARD GREY: I was not allud- 
ing to anything which my hon. friend had 
said. I certainly have heard the Colonial 
Ottice exalted at the expense of the 
Foreign Office, The Foreign Office is some- 
what hardly treated in this matter. The 
Foreign Office, from the necessity of the 
case, Very often has to begin the adminis- 
tration in disturbed and undeveloped 
parts of Africa. It has to be so because 
the communications with foreign countries 
are so frequent, the boundaries are often 
so uncertain, that the whole thing must 
he kept for a time in the hands of the 
Foreign Office. After a time, I admit, 
when things get settled, it is desirable that 
the administration should be transferred 
from the Foreign Office ; but do not let 
us forget that the Foreign Office has con- 
tinually to bear the heat and burden of 
the day when administration is to be ear- 
ried on under most imperfect conditions. 
While admitting that there is occasion for 
criticism in the administration of the 
Foreign Office —- though I think that 
Department has done no worse than any 
other Department would have done in 
similar cireumstances-—it seems to me the 
deficiencies of the Foreign Office are not 
the real cause of the troubles in Uganda. 
You must take a wider view of the case. 
A great part of these troubles are 
inseparable from the — conditions 
which forced this country to take over 
Uganda at the time we did take it 
over. [ will not enter into the ques- 
tion whether we ought to be in Uganda. 
I am glad to be precluded by your ruling, 
Sir, from indulging in any argument with 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn as _ to 
whether it was wise to go to Uganda or 
not, because that subject is very 
fertile 
We are there and we 


fertile in argument if it is 
In nothing else. 
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must stay there. What is the cause of 
the Soudanese mutiny, and the various 
distressful things that have occurred in 
| Uganda? The cause of these troubles is 
what has been the cause of so many 
troubles in South Africa, not only in our 
own territories. It is simply this—that 
the competition between European 
Governments for territories has forced 
their hands, has forced them to go too 
| far, has compelled them to press on and 
occupy territories hundreds of miles from 
the coast before they were really in a 
position to occupy them effectively. Our 
hand has been forced. We ought not to 
have gone to Uganda until the railway 
was ready to take us there ; but the com- 
petition was such that it was impossible 
to do what we ought to have done. 
Other countries have not more been able 
to regulate the pace than we have been. 
But now that the boundaries have been 
laid down and agreed upon between the 
different European countries, I trust we 
may be able to proceed more leisurely 
and be able to avoid many risks we 
have had to undertake in the past. 
The moral of the situation in Uganda is 
not that we should withdraw—-that would 
mean the plunging of the country into 
disorder again —but it is, first of all, to 
press on the railway as fast as possible, so 
that in the case of trouble arising again 
we shall be able to bring support to the 
spot in a short time: and, secondly 
though perhaps this should come first 
to choose good men for the administration 
of the country. You may have two men 
equally good soldiers, equally clever ; you 
may have two civilians equally clever, 
equally good at administration ; but one 
of these two men will have the gift of 
managing the natives and the other will 
not. They may be equally good men, but 
they will not be equally good in the same 
place. And what we want to make 
sure of in Uganda is that you may have 
men on the spot who have the gift of 
managing the natives and the tribes with 
whom you may have to deal. — It is, of 
course, impossible without trial to find 
out who the best men are. But there have 
been men in Uganda for some time, and 
the Foreign Office must now be getting 
some idea as to who are the best men for 
this purpose. My advice to the Foreign 
Ottice is—keep the best men in Uganda, 


put on them = greater responsibility, 
and gradually build) up in the 
country a service headed by 
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men who have shown themselves 
hest fitted for the work. It is on the 
future that our thoughts are fixed. I am 
not prepared to refuse to vote this 
money, because I think the Foreign Oftice 
have taken the best steps they could to 
make things smooth in the future. I 
understand they are going to press on 
the railway. I think they have shown 
they are anxious to choose the best 
men, and I[ trust they will retain 
Sir H. Johnston. What I[ believe is 
necessary for the future is that they 
should be guided very much by Sir H. 
Johnston’s advice. He not only knows 
the natives, but isa good judge of the 
capacity of the white men he deals with. 
He will be a good adviser with regard to 
the measures to be adopted, and as to 
the men who are to be placed in respon- 
sible positions. It is because I believe 
the right step has been taken in sending 
out Sir H. Johnston to Uganda, and he- 
cause I gather from the appreciative way in 
which the right hon, Gentleman spoke of 
him that they have sent him there to have 
the benefit of his advice, that I am not 
disposed either to raise any contentious 
questions or to resist the Vote. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness): I should hardly have 
thought so much could have been done in 
the time to completely overthrow the slave 
trade in this part of the world. [ am 
happy to think Uganda has been taken 
over, and in spite of a great many 
ditticulties (such as the insurrection) 
a great result has been achieved. 
Persons who have — studied Africa 
could hardly have supposed that a 
place like Uganda, teeming with people 
in a more or less advanced stage of 
savagery, could be taken over without 
insurrections occurring. They always do 
occur ; they did in Burma and elsewhere. 
We may congratulate ourselves on the 
success which has been achieved. I re- 
mind the Committee that the very advan- 
tage to which my right hon. friend 
allhuded—that this place controlled the 
headquarters of the Nile —was not at first 
alleged as a reason for taking Uganda. 
That, of course, came into prominence 
later on when the Egyptian policy was 
developed. The hon, Baronet opposite 
said just now that as a matter of fact we 
ought not to have taken Uganda when 
we did, but ought to have waited until 


Sir Edward Grey. 


{COMMONS} 


, good — strong 


mentary Estinates), 888 


the railway was there to take us to it, 
We should have waited a very long time. 


Sm EDWARD GREY: [ did not 
mean that we were wrong in taking 
Uganda when we did take it, the facts 
heing as they were; but I deplored the 
necessity of having had to push on so 
rapidly. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL: That is what 
I understood the hon. Baronet — to 
mean, but if Uganda had not been taken 
when it was, we should never have had 
the railway, or achieved the good 
results we have achieved. Criti- 
cisms have been passed on the 
administration of the Foreign Office, hut 
I do not believe it matters much whether 
the administration is in the hands of the 
Foreign Oftice or the Colonial Office. | 
agree that the wise policy is to finda 
independent man with 
moderate views, who is not afraid of 
responsibility, and entrust him with full 
powers of administration. If the Foreign 
Oftice or the Colonial Office perpetually 
interferes with the administrator's judg- 
ment in small matters, the administration 
is hound to come to grief. I think the 
right steps have been taken in Uganda. So 
far as we know, Sir H. Johnston has been 
most successful in other parts of Africa, 
and we hope his labours will be rewarded 
with success in Uganda also. The heavy 
expenditure which the occupation of 
Uganda has caused is to be regretted, but 
it was almost certain to occur sooner or 
later. One hopes it will not recur, and | 
do not see why it should. So much has 
heen done to pacify the country that 
there is hope that with a proper system 
of administration we shall be able to 
secure this important territory from 
further trouble. 


Mr. BUCHANAN | (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): We have had from the right hon. 
Gentleman and the hon. Baronet a 
strong testimony in favour of the present 
good administration of Uganda. With 
everything said by these two hon. Gentle- 
men about Sir H. Johnston I cordially 
agree. I would only put in this caveat 

Sir H. Johnston, after all, has only 
heen in Uganda three months. The 
Foreign Office may have received certain 
communications from Sir H. Johnston, 
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but no communication has been made to 
this House, nor, so far as I know, made 
public with regard to Sir H. Johnston's 
action since he reached Uganda. There 
is no public expression of his opinion as 
to the condition or prospects of Uganda. 
Nothing has been laid before the House 
that I am aware of with regard to the 
condition of things in Uganda subsequent 
to the report published by Major Mac- 
donald after his return to this country. | 
should like to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether the statement he made with 
regard to Sir H. Johnston's opinion of 
the condition and prospects of Uganda is 
based on official communications received 
since Sir H. Johnston arrived there. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Sir H. Johnston 
has written despatches containing certain 
personal impressions, but they do not 
represent his mature opinion, and [ think 
we ought to have his mature opinion 
before we publish his report. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: I entirely agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman. I hope 
we may rely upon it that when Sir H. 
Johnston does send home his report it 
will be submitted to the House in a 
Parliamentary Paper, and that it will 
contirm all the favourable anticipations 
held out to us by the right hon. Gentle- 
man and the hon. Baronet who has just 
spoken. I take it most of us will agree 
that now we are in Uganda we must stay 
there. But the cost of oar occupation of 
the country is increasing, and there is no 
prospect of it decreasing. There is 
nothing in the Supplementary Estimates 
to show that the greater part of the 
£147,000 is for the use of the Indian 
regiment, and it is desirable that in the 
notes to the Supplementary Estimates we 
should get fuller and more accurate infor- 
mation. In 1896 or 1897 it was stated 
by the Seeretary of State for India that 
the British Government would bear all 
the expense of the Indian regiment that 
was being sent to Uganda. Now it 
appears that nearly three years have 
elapsed before the Indian Government 
has been paid for the expense of this 
regiment. Which side is to blame for 


the great delay in this payment! I 
gather from the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman that he was inclined to blame 
the Indian Government for not presenting 
the account. 


If that is so it is contrary to 
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past experience. [am inelined to think 
the Foreign Office has caused the delay. 
The Under Secretary has given us the 
cost of the Uganda Protectorate, and 
compared it with what foreign Govern- 
ments are spending in their African 
But the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not include in his figures the 
expenditure on the railway, which was 
something like £3,000,000. Surely this 
is the omission of the most important 
item in any estimate of what Uganda is 
costing us. Our expense in connection 
with Uganda is increasing year after 
vear, and in geometrical progression, 
and [ complain that we have got this 
Vote in the worst form for anything like 
financial control. This year we started 
with a Vote of £250,000, and now we 
have a Supplementary Vote of £147,000. 
[ say that is thoroughly bad finance, and 
the explanation of the Under Secretary 
makes it worse. We have had a difficulty 
in obtaining a balance sheet of Uganda. 
These accounts are audited by the 
Comptroller and Anditor General, and 
the last account we have is contained in 
their report for 1895-6. The Auditor 
General has told us he had since that 
time got the account for 1896-7. Surely 
the Foreign Office ought to put some 
pressure on the authorities to induce them 
to render the accounts of the Protectorate 
at an earlier date than they do at present. 
It is extremely difficult to make out with 
any accuracy estimates for the future 
when you have not got the accounts for 
a more recent period than three or four 
vears back. If the Foreign Office insisted 
on having the accounts rendered more 
quickly we should probably have fewer 
of these very large Supplementary Esti- 
mates than we have at present. 


possessions. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Forest of 
Dean has quoted from that excellent book 
by Major Thruston. [have refreshed my 
memory by a reperusal of the official 
reports of Colonel Macdonald on the 
whole Uganda programme, and if the 
right hon, Gentleman reads these reports 
again he will find that Colonel Macdonald 
confirms Major Thruston on every score 
in regard to administration, finance, and 
the selection of officers for service in 
Uganda. We were told that our criticism 
in regard to finance was not justified, but 
we find that the cost of the admini- 
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stration had demanded 70 per cent. higher 
than the original Estimate. As to ad- 
ministration, the hon Member for the Ber- 
wick Division said that the locomotive and 


railway department is in good order ; but | 


I find, in searching these reports, that it 
is ina shocking condition. Good manage- 
ment is always shown in the health of 
the employees; but I discover that the 
death rate among the native and coloured 
officers employed on the Uganda Railway, 
which was fifty-one in 1896, mounted up 
to 168 in 1898, not including twenty-eight 


natives who had been devoured by lions. | 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 
‘Niger was singularly free from native 


Affairs was under the impression when I 
directed his attention to the brutal way 
in which the natives were treated 


*THe CHAIRMAN: There is nothing 
in this Supplementary Estimate about 
railway construction. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: Well, I shall 
leave the lions in charge of the Under- 
Secretary till another occasion. On 
nearly every page of these official reports 
we find evidence that the administration 
is defective. There were very few 


medical stores, the medical dressings were , 


deficient, and the ulcerated legs of the 
poor workmen got worse and worse. I 
hold that of the white men who have died 
in Uganda 90 per cent. of the deaths were 
due to the fact that the large majority 
were fresh military men from outside 
Africa, and not acclimatised civilians who 
had heen rendered immune to tropical 
diseases. The medical staff requires 
reorganising, and the sooner — the 
better. The hon. Baronet the Mem- 
her for the Berwick Division agrees 
with every criticism of the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Forest of Dean as 
to the financial confusion, the causes of 
the mutiny- insufficient payment and 
arrears of pay —and to the Soudanese being 
brutally overworked, so that nearly 
7,000 had succumbed to overwork and 
disease or had been returned to their 
base. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs talks 
about all these difficulties being more or 
less inevitable, and that the progress of 
events rendered certain operations neces- 
sary. I do not believe these were inevit- 
able. The right hon. Gentleman has not 
realised that there was not proper dis- 


Mr. John Burns. 


{COMMONS} 
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crimination in the rage of officers for 
this special work in Uganda. What is 
wanted for that w ng is not military 
fresh from the parade grounds of Chelsea, 
but civilians of judicial instinct and engi- 
neering talent. I venture to: Say, as one col 


| the pioneers of the Niger,that you had more 


men killed or died in one year in Uganda 
than in the whole of the Niger territory 
for fifty years, because the soldier was 
relatively unknown on the Niger. Inthe 
Uganda you have put square men in 
round holes, and round men in square 
holes. There is no scope in Uganda for 
men from Chelsea barracks, whereas the 


troubles and revolt because the adminis- 
tration was entrusted to engineers, 
and men with some knowledge _ of 
law, who had managed that district 
with wonderful skill and ability. The 
right hon, Gentleman the Under Seere- 
tary should not talk so irresponsibly to 
men who have been in Africa, and com- 
pare Uganda with the German administra- 
tion in the Cameroons. Why, there are 


. 600 troops in the Cameroons to look after 


two white civilians! You cannot com- 
pare that mode of colonising with the 
3ritish. Then the right hon. Gentleman 
referred to the French administration in 
Madagasear. We do not want, and | 
hope never will have, an administration 
like that which involved France _ in its 
colonial troubles. French and German 
colonial administrations are based entirely 
on absolute military rule which we ought 
never to sanction, as is proved by the 
experience and the testimony of men like 
Sir Henry Johnson, Livingstone, Moffat, 
and every one who knows Africa from 
Moroeco down to the Cape. What we 
want as administrators are civilians, 
patient, long suffering, kind, but firm men 
who know “the habits and idiosynerasies 
and customs of the natives, and who will 
not resort to the military methods which 
has characterised the Uganda administra- 
tion from beginning to end. It is because 
I have had some little experience that I 
want to make my country aware of the 
evils of military administration. If you 
get a specially good soldier who has 
administrative instinets promote him, but 
do not take as administrators guardsmen 
and other officers from their garrisons 
whose chief business, as evidenced by 
Macdonald's reports, seems to be writing 
glowing reports about each — other's 


-eapacity and ability. Tam all for civilians 
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for administrators, and it is because you which precipitated operations. | What 
selected the wrong men that you are. were these operations ! These were, that 
now spending in Uganda half a million directly we got one portion of the country 
instead of £50,000 a year. we immediately began to lust after and to 
| take another, and I have no doubt that in 
_ | future that would go on, as the appe- 
MR. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : tite increases with what it feeds on. The 
I was somewhat surprised when I heard right hon. Gentleman says: “ We have 
the Under Secretary say that he had | reduced the country to civilisation ” ; just 
read and re-read my speeches on Uganda, think of it, for one whole year there has 
and still more surprised to hear that he heen absolutely no revolt! Well, for that 
read them with greater pleasure every )°" W° have spent £400,000, and 
‘. ‘. “ it is very probable that we shall have a re- 
time. But the right hon. Gentleman yojt soon and have to spend another 
does not appear to have understood or to £400,000. I want to know, and this isa 
have profited by them. If he had care yery practical question, what, in the name 
fully read, marked, learned, and inwardly | of goodness, do you expect to get out of 
Uvanda 4 Will you get any sort 
ot quid pro quo ? I do not believe 
you will ever get real compensation, Sir 
4 ; Henry Johnson arrived in Uganda in the 
and | did so on the ground that it would | month of October, and he had been only 
cost us a very large sum of money and! two months there when he came to the 
would never bring us in any equivalent. | conclusion that the administration was 
| do so still on the ground that it is | perfect and could not be made better, 
impossible to hope that even agricultural , But we have had similar assurances from 
Englishmen would colonise that country, some who have been longer there than 
You have in Uganda at the present | two months. Each year we have heen 
moment domestic slavery, and you do, told that in some early future a great 
not dare to protest against it. You have | trade would spring up. I remember [| 
there a lazy race, who are perfectly , pointed out that Uganda would never be 
content with the mere necessaries of life, | an outlet for British goods, at the time 
and will never exert themselves unless when the House of Commons was fed 
under the prompting of the stick. If with assurances to the contrary. We 
there had been gold in Uganda, I have were told that the Ugandese would take 
no doubt many Englishmen would have | our manufactures, because they had 
gone there, and we would have more already developed an enormous taste for 
progress. ‘The only thing [ rejoice at | beautiful little hooks—tracts, I suppose 
is that there is no gold there. The esti- and for opera glasses, and for white 
mate was made by my right hon. friend | donkeys, though how on earth we were to 
the Under Secretary that Uganda would | send them white donkeys I cannot under- 
cost £50,000 a year, and he anticipated stand. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that in a short time it would be a paying | that because we had Egypt we ought to 
Protectorate. Well, taking the Estimates | have the Soudan, and because we had the 
of the year, and this Supplementary Esti- | Soudan we ought to have Uganda, in 
mate, we now find it costs about £400,000, | order that we might cut the sudd on the 
and remember, that there is not a single | Nile. We are told what a wonderful 
wordaboutthecost of the railway. Howdid | administration this is in Uganda. But 
the right hon. Gentleman justify that ?; how many administrators have we there ! 
He said that the German East African | Have we a hundred even! How in the 
Colony cost more, and that the Italian | name of wonder are we to talk of a 
colony of Erythrea cost more. But the country being well administered when its 
Italians have come back to their senses, | inhabitants number millions, and its ad- 
seeing that Erythrea was never likely to | ministrators under a hundred? It is 
bring them in anything, and they have perfectly monstrous. I hope we shall 
practically evacuated it. What is the | evacuate Uganda some of these days. 
excuse for the expense of £400,000 for; My right hon. friend the Member for 
administration, and a million anda half the Forest of | Dean complained — that 
for the railway? The right hon. Gentle- Uganda was under the Foreign Office and 
man referred to the progress of events | not under the Colonial Office. Sir, I thank 
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digested them, he would have seen thit 
| had continuously and carefully — pro- 
tested against any annexation of Uganda, 
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God it is not under the Colonial Office. 
been, and if some Hebrew 
gentleman had settled there, and called 
a helot, we 


If it had 


himself a Uitlander or 
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should have found ourselves engaged in 


war with France, Belgium, and Germany, 
which all happen to have possessions in 
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Engledew, Charles John 
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Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 


Chamberlain, J.Austen( Wore’r 
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Charrington, Spencer 
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Mr. Labouchere. 


| Gibbs,Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 


' Greville. Hon. Ronald 


Noes, 187. 
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Haitmond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hogan, James Francis 
Huimphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
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Kilbride, Denis 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thoms 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maddison, lred. 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
(Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
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Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dighy, Jn. WK. 1). Wingtield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Duckworth, James 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
lellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
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Field, Admiral (Easthourne) 
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that part of Africa. 
agree with my right hon. friend in that 
part of his speech, I will vote with him, 
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Although I cannot 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 51: 
(Division List No, 35.) 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbizhs) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westimeath) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palme 
Wilson, John (Durham. Mid 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir Charles Dilke and Mr 
Buchanan. 


(irey, Sir Edward (Berwiek) 
Cull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hazell, Walter 

Heath, James 

Hedderwick, ‘Thomas Chas. H. 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Ed. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick Jolin 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Win. Liwwiex 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Kd. 
Johnstone, Edward (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence, SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, Sir Dillw’n-(Swan’a 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R, 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


{22 Frpruary 1900} 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon.H. Curzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Purvis, Robert 


| Rankin, Sir James 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 


M‘Killop, James 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank,SirPowlettChasJohn 


| Rickett, J. Compton 


tentoul, James Alexander : 
Richardson, SirThos. Hartlep’] 


Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir Matt. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson | 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
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Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson,Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C, 
(Taunton) 
Welby.Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 


E 
4s 








Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. F.(Monmouthsh. 
Morrell, (;seorge Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murray, RtHnAGrahai (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray. Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing. Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, J. A. (Northumberl nd) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 


tussell, T. W. ( 


Soames, Arthur 
Stewart, Sir M. 
Strauss, Arthur 


Sutherland, Sir 


Original Question again proposed, 


sin BRAMPTON GURDON (Nortolk, 
NV.) expressed his anxiety to obtain seme in- 
formation as to the statement which ap 
pearedin The Times of February 13th that a 
force of 800 Yaos had been sent to Mauritius 
without proper uniform and equipment. 
He desired to know who was responsible 
for sending these savages to a civilised 


community lke Mauritius, with which 
they had nothing in common. They 


were sent there without their wives, with 
the inevitable result that after a time a 
mutiny broke out, and they raided a vil- 
Had they 


Because, 


lage and outraged the women. 
now heen sent hack to Africa ? 
if they were interned in the quarantine 
settlement, it seemed a savage punish 
ment tor Ween MW ho. mn then condition were 
nh beyme the dietates of mature. Uh: 
Chamber of Commerce and Agr: -ulture 
tral Africa had urged him to bring 
torward the necessity of railway construc- 
tion in that region. This was not the 
time, with a war going on which would 
cost perhaps fifty millions, to ask for a 
small grant; but he urged that the 
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Rollit, Sir Alber 
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Rutherford, John 

tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James P. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Strachey, Edward 


Strutt, Hon. Ch: 
Thomas 


Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 

Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 

| Willox, Sir John Arehibald 

| Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson,.J. W.(Worcestersh.,N.) 

| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 

| Wortley,Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 

| Wyndham, George 

| 

| 


t Kaye 


Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


(Lanarks. ) 


Wellesley 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Walrond and 


J. M‘Tageart 
| Mr. Anstruther. 


ules Hedley 


Government should give careful attention 
to the whole subject, so that labourers 
might not be enticed away. 


*\In. WEL (Ross and Cromarty): | 
hey to move the reduetion of the Vote by 
£100. Our troops are still armed with 
the Snider rifle, whereas in the adjoining 
territories of other countries the troops 
are armed with mayazine rifles. 1 should 
know 


like to if any portion of this 
£4,500 is to be expended in buying 


proper rifles for our troops. I should 
also like to know what amount is to be 
expended on the railway survey, and for 
There is a sum of £12,000 


for the hut tax, which is an increase of 


what railway. 


I want to 
Is it paid 


£4,000 on the previous vear. 
know how this hut tax is paid. 
' if 


labour per head? 


labour, how 
| hope thre 


in calico or labour in 
miny clay 
ight 
formation. 
in the form of an answer to a question, but 
the right hon. Gentleman's answers were so 
unsatisfactory that [told him T should be 
obliged to raise the matter on the Esti 
mates, and this is the first opportunity | 
have had. I beg to move, Sir. 


hon. Gentleman will furnish this in 
I would prefer to have got it 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item B (British Central Africa, 
Grant in Aid) be reduced by £100.” 
(Mr. Weir.) 


Mr. BUCHANAN: The report which 
the hon. Gentleman has quoted states that 
british Central Africa is suffering from 
the want of railways, and there is no 
doubt about it that that want is a great 
impediment in the way of development. 
[ gather, from an answer which the right 
hon. Gentleman gave to a question the 
other day, that the railway for the survey 
of which a sum of money is now asked 
has been abandoned. Then about the 
troops. In the report of the officer in 
charge of the Protectorate, he tells us that 
the Native forces were to be increased 
from six to eight companies, and that 
these extra companies are to do duty, not 


in British Central Africa, but in North- | 


Kastern Rhodesia. North-Eastern Rho- 


desia is under the control of the British | 


{COMMONS} 
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Oftice, the War Office, and the Foreign 
Office are all ready to give him satisfae- 
tory answers. I do not know why he 
should suggest that the troops are not 
sufficiently well armed for Native troops ; 
Native troops are not always given the 
magazine rifle at once, and these troops 
‘are armed quite adequately for the duties 
they have to discharge. The hon. 
Member for North Norfolk asked a ques- 
tion about the battalions which were sent 
/ out of Central Africa. I believe I would 
| not be in order in discussing the question 
jof the battalions which were sent to 
Mauritius, but | may be allowed to say 
that as long as these troops served under 
the Foreign Office I heard no complaint 
whatever of them. I believe that the 
War Office and the Colonial Office are 
prepared to reply on this question when 
the proper time comes. 


Sik BRAMPTON GURDON : Can the 
‘right hon, Gentleman tell us where the 


| troops are now 1 


South Africa Company, and there seems | 


to be some sort of an arrangement or con- 
tract between the Central Africa Protecto- 
rate and the British South Africa Com- 
pany with reference to the garrisoning of 
North-Eastern Rhodesia, about: which this 
House has not had complete information. 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman will be 
ible to enlighten us as to the relations, 
both as to administrative and military 
matters, existing between the British 
Central Africa Protectorate and the 
British South Africa Company. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: [I do not quite 
understand why the hon. Gentleman has 
moved the reduction of this Vote, because 
I thought when he asked a question the 
other day about the armament of these 
troops that he was thoroughly  satistied 
with the answer. 


*Mr. WEIR: Tt distinctly said the 
answer Was not satisfactory, and that | 
would take the earliest opportunity of 
calling attention to the matter. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I notice the hon. 
Gentleman has also addressed a question 
to the Colonial Office, and 1 can assure 
him that the representatives of the Colonial 


*Mn. BRODRICK: They are going 
back to Africa. IT may be allowed to say 
that I do not think that the circumstances 
which have caused their withdrawal from 
Mauritius prevent them being thoroughly 
efficient troops elsewhere. With regard 
to the railway, | should hesitate to answer 
at any length on that subject. At the 
present time the Committee would not 
expect the Government to provide funds 
for a railway in Central Africa. [am not 
saying that the railway is not necessary 
and desirable, but the demands on the 
Exchequer at the present moment are so 
great that it is desirable to keep expendi- 
ture as far as possible within moderate 
limits. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES; If there is 
to he no railway—and L quite understand 
the impossibility of obtaining money for 
making a railway now—why go to the 
expense of making a railway survey’ | 
would wish to know how much of this 
£4,500 it is proposed to spend on that 
survey ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK : £600. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then are we 


to understand that we have got to spend | 


£600 in making a survey for a railway 
when it is impossible to make the railway 
at the present time ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK : My hon. friend will 
not dispute the proposition that if we 
make the survey the lands will not run 
away. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: It is not a 
question of the lands running away, but 
of the railway running at all. I under- 
stand from the right hon. Gentleman that 
there are circumstances which at present 
make it impossible to build a railway. 


*\Irn. BRODRICK: Yes, circumstances 
of the moment which make it undesirable 
to apply to the Government for money. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is it) con- 


sidered proper, then, to vote money for a | 


survey while the railway itself must 


depend on the future ? 


Mr. WEIR: The right hon. Gentle 
man has not read his own report. The 
officer in charge of the troops distinetly 
states that the troops at the present 
moment are armed with the Snider. rifle. 


The right hon. Gentleman also did not say | 


a word about the hut tax. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hut tax does 
hut arise upon this Vote. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I wish to 
suy just a word or two on the question of 
sending out these savage troops to Mauri- 
tins. It seems to me there is one aspect 
of that question which is in order on this 
Vote. Surely the administrators of 
British Central Africa must be respon- 
‘ible for sending those troops out of 
British Central Africa, and it appears to 
ie most monstrous that savage troops 
should be sent into civilised parts of the 
Empire, inhabited by comparatively civi- 
lised races. I did not gather from the 
answer of the Under Secretary for 


Foreign Affairs that he appeared to be 
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impressed with the gravity of this action. 
For all we know these gentle Houssas 
may next be despatched to garrison the 
Transvaal. If they are good enough to 
garrison the Mauritius, why not the 
Transvaal? This is a most important 
subject. It is part and parcel of a 
greater and wider subject against which 
some of us have protested again 
and again in this House and that is the 
increase—the most dangerous and mis- 
chievous increase—of this of 
taking great hordes of savages and arm- 
ing them with deadly weapons. If we 
are to understand that the Government 


mentary Estimates). 


system 


are not only determined to persist in 
taking these large forces of savages and 
training them as soldiers, but also in trans- 
ferring them from their native country to 
other countries, then I say we are face to 
face with a development—one of the most 
mischievous and one of the most disas- 
trous——ever entered on in pursuance of 
this Imperial expansion idea. 1 read mny- 
self in The Times, which is certainly a 
paper which one would expect not to 


exaggerate In matters of this kind—of 
what occurred im Mauritius. These 


gentlemen are in the habit of having five 
or six wives. |An Hon. MEMBER: And 
more.| [make no complaint of that. 
| That is the proper, ordinary custom of 
their country, but they were transferred 
to Mauritius without any women at all, 
and the natural result was that a short 
time after their arrival they broke out of 
barracks, set their officers at defiance, vut- 
raged women and generally played havoc. 
The Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
treats this in a most gay and festive 
manner, as if it were rather amusing and 
funny, and not in the least to be ashamed 
of. Twas not surprised to read in the 
report to which I have referred that the 
proceedings of these savages caused the 
must intense indignation in Mauritius. 
| They are now transferred back to Africa, 
but we have heard nothing from the 
|Under Secretary that would indicate 
| that the Foreign Office or the administra- 
tion of British Central Africa were im. 
| pressed with the idea that this experiment 
| was a failure and one not to be repeated. 
| We have no security that these or similar 
troops may not be transferred to the 
| Transvaal or the Orange Free State or 
i 
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other parts of Her Majesty’s dominions question on this Vote ; but we are now 


Where troops are necessary. 1 certainly 
shall vote with my hon. friend as a pro 
test against this practice. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): [want to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man a question. I have not asked him 
one this session. I want to ask him who 
is responsible for sending these armed 
savages to Mauritius. Is it not the 
Foreign Oftice? Then I want to know 
why Mauritius has become such a victim 
of conspiracy. Sir Graham Bower was 
sent there, and now these savages are sent 
there also, and the first thing they do is 
to make a pandemonium of the country. 
The Under Secretary states that these 
troops have now been removed, and that 
they have done nothing to impair their 
efficiency as British soldiers in the main 
tenance of the British flag and the glory 
of the British Empire. Indeed, they con 
trast favourably with Mr. Cecil Rhodes. All 
the Under Secretary said was that these 
savages having broken loose, burnt houses, 
outraged women, and conducted them- 
selves generally as British soldiers con 
ducted themselves a century ago in 
Ireland ; they were now to be sent back 
to their own country, to omaintam the 
British Empire. To onever heard) such a 
aister avowal. | do net think | could 
find in all Lord Salisbury ’s speeches even 
sIX passages to equal it. Will the right 
hon. Gentleman explain who sent these 
savaves to Mauritius? Had the Colonial 
Secretary anything to do with it ? 


*Mnr. BRODRICK: The troops were 
sent by the authority of the Government, 
but as I am precluded by the Chairman 
from giving an explanation of what 
occurred, I cannot go into the matter 
now. IL said nothing about upholding 
the honour and glory of the British 
Empire. [said that nothing had occurred 
to impair the efliciency of those troops 
for the work they would have to do in 
Africa. With regard to the veneral 





question it is des that we should 
y ee ee yap ne iets | . 

have a number of native troops in these 
Protectorates, not necessarily for employ- 


ment elsewhere, and so far in every other 
case that has been a success. 


=SIR CHARLES DILNE ] do not 
understand why we are discussing this 


Mr. Dillon. 


placed in the most unfortunate position 
of having had a partial discussion on it. | 
do not know why the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not rise to order when the 
matter was first mentioned ; but the cis 
cussion has been allowed to go on, and it 
would be very difficult for some of us to 
avoid voting for the reduction, because we 
feel very strongly on this matter. I will 
try to bring the matter to a point. | 
should like to ask, as the right hon. 
Gentleman has undertaken to some 
extent the defence of this policy, whether 
the Foreign Office was consulted by the 
War Office in this matter. If they were, 
1 will vote with the hon. Member who 
moved the reduction, although he moved 
it on a different ground, because a greater 
mistake of policy than sending — these 
troops into a French-speaking colony | 
cannot conceive. 


Mr. DILLON: Might [ ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to kindly reply to my 
question -namely, whether he approves of 
the policy of transferring these troops 
from Protectorates to civilised colonies ! 


*\In. BRODRICK : With reterence to 
the point, raiseel by the right: hon. Baronet 
when the hon. Member opposite went 
outside the Vote, | did not like to arrogat 
to myself the function of the Chairman. 
The right hon. Baronet’s first speech Was, 
in my opinion, very much out of order, 
but | did not call him to order upon it, 
and 1 think his latest question is abso 
Intely outside the Vote. If | replied to 
him I should have to go outside the Vote 
also. 


‘THe CHAIRMAN: As some question 
has arisen as regards the respective 
functions of the Chair and Ministers, | 
may state that it is perfectly impossible 
without the assistance of Ministers for 
the Chatrman to knew whether a partien 





lar matter is or is not in order Che 
heading of the Vote under discussioc: 


is, “* British Central Africa. Grant in aid 


to meet cost of re-arming troops, railway 
survey, ete.,” and the only person who can 
know what “ete.” means is the Minister 
in charge. If the Minister in charge of 
the Vote does not rise toa point of order, 
and does not say that the subject matter 
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of the discussion is not included in’ the 
Vote, it is impossible for me to intervene. 


Sir EDWARD GREY : This obviously 
is a question which must be discussed 
some time or another, but [ must say it 
did not appear to me that it could have 
been raised on this Vote. In order that 
the Committee may have a clear under- 
standing, would it not be possible for 
someone on the Treasury bench to let us 
know under what Vote the discussion on 
this matter can take place ? 


Mr. DILLON: I did not) suggest that 
the Foreign Office should be held) respon 
sible for the conduct of these troops in 
Mauritius, but what seems to be absolutely 
clear is that the Foreign Office, as being 
responsible for the administration — of 
British Central Africa, must be respon- 
sible for permitting these troops to go out 
of Central Afriea, and what we wish to 
know is whether the Foreign Office 
approves of the poliey of allowing these 
suvage regiments to be transferred as an 
ordinary administrative matter from 
their own country into the midst of c¢ivi 
lised communities, 


“The CHAIRMAN: The question 
which the Member for East Mayo has 
just suggested is not really within this 
Vote at all. The policy of allowing certain 
troops to be sent out of Central Africa 
does not come within the Vote ; all that 
is included in the Vote, as far as Lam able 
to judge, is a grant in wid to meet the cost 
of the re-arming of certain troops. If the 
re-arming of these troops was carried out 
for the purpose of sending them to 
Mauritius then the discussion might be 
within the Vote; but [ understand—-I 
have received no help in the matter -that 
the re-arming does not refer to these 
purticukur troops, 


*Mr. BRODRICK : The proper time to 
discuss this matter would be on the War 
Office Estimates, which are about to 
be laid on the Table of the House. 


CapTaAiIn SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : 
Che Foreign Office report states that in 
January, 1899, in accordance with tele- 
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graphic instructions, “the formation of two 
hattalions for service out of the country 
was commenced.” The report then goes 
on to say that the two battalions from 
British Central Africa were expected to 
embark for two years service in Mauritius 
in June next. That evidently refers to 
the battalions we are now discussing. | 
understand, however, that the policy ot 
the Foreign Office in this matter cannot 
be now discussed. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I am perfectly 
clear it cannot be discussed on this Vote, 
which reters to another matter, Soo tin 
as Lam able to judge trom the facts which 
have come before us, | think the discus 
sion would arise on the War Office Vote. 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE: | only wish 
to know whether the Foreign Office was 
responsible, or whether it was mixed up 
with the War Office or the administration 
on the Spot. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUNTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): [ think we are entitled 
to an answer from the Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs. The right) hon. 
Baronet wished to know whether the 
Foreign Office was in any degree, great or 
sinall, responsible for sending these troops 
to Mauritius. We have not had a clear 
answer to that vet. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : After what the 
Chairman has said [ cannot be expecte:! 
to go into a question which [ am unable 
to go into fully. [t has been ruled by the 
Chairman that the question of the policy 
of the War Office cannot be discussed, 
1 am perfectly ready to explain the policy 
on which the Foreign Office acted. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I would ask 
the Under Secretary for War whether 
the War Office is entirely responsible for 
sending these troops to Mauritius. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I think that is 
outside the scope of the motion now 
before the Committee. 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON: I was 
very auxious to bring this question for- 
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*Mr. WEIR: The right hon. Gentle- 
order to obtain the immediate release of ; man did not say anything about the 
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ward at the earliest possible moment in 


these men from an unjust and cruel | Snider rifles. Perhaps the Under Seere- 
position. tary for War would be able to give us 
some information. 


Mr. MADDISON ( Sheffield, Bright- 
side): Iam very sorry the right hon.! THeEUNDERSECRETARYor STATE 


Gentleman has not answered the very | FoR WAR (Mr. WynpbHAM, Dover): I 
pertinent question of fact put by the | told the hon. Gentleman the other day 
right hon. Baronet. He has not attempted | that these troops are not armed with 
to answer it, but has sheltered himself | Snider rifles. 
behind the authority of the Chair. But | 
the Chairman has allowed the question to| ’ , 
he put, and therefore he iit allow an, Mr. WEIR: The hon. Gentleman evi 
cee toy bin atven. 'dently does not know anything about it. 
“ In the consular report for the yea 
1898-9 issued by the Foreign Office in 
“Tun CHAIRMAN: The hon, Member August, 1899, the officer in command of 
will see that | cannot stop a question the armed forces of the British Central 
heing put, because [ cannot know whether Africa Protectorate says 
it is in order or not until it is put. 


‘“The force is at present armed with the 
Snider rifle, with the exception of the last 
Mr. MADDISON : All I can say is | forge ie to be hoped ‘that shortly: the 
that it is a very unsatisfactory state of whole of the troops will be re-armed with the 
affairs that we are not able to get from | Martini-Metford rifles. 
the representative of the Foreign Oftice 
an answer to a question not ruled out of) Tf being midnight, the Chairman left 
order. The refusal of the right hon. the Chair to make his report to the 
Gentleman to answer the question con- Ficatse. 
firms the worst fears of many of us with 
respect to these Protectorates. [| wish 
that the account which has heen given by Resolutions to be reported to-morrow, 
my hon. friend of the manner in which 
this wretched corps was turned loose in 


Mauritius Committee also report progress ; to sit 


again to-morrow. 





*Tuk CHAIRMAN: It has just been 
decided that that question does not pro- House adjourned at three minutes 
perly arise. atter Twelve of the clock. 


Member. 
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LORDS. 

Friday, 23rd February, 1900. | 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Standing Order No. XX XIX. considered 


(according to order), and suspended for 
this day’s sitting. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No.1) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons, read 1: 


Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX._ hav- 
ing been suspended) Bill read 2“; Commit- 
tee negatived : Bill read 3% and passed. 


House adjourned during pleasure ; 
House resumed. 
ROYAL ASSENT. 
COMMISSION, 


The following Bill received the 
Assent : 
Consolidated Fund (No. 1). 


Royal 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates | 
from the Examiners that the furthér | 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with : 
(rreat Central Railway [H.L.]. 
Caledonian Railway [H.L.]. 
Cork, Bandon, and South Coast Railway 
[H.L. }. 
Glasgow and 
[H.L.]. 
North British Railway [HLL]. 
Midland Great Western Railway 
Ireland [H.L. ]. 
Also the Certificate that no Standing | 
Orders are applicable to the following 
Bill : 


South-Western Railway 


ot 
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BARNSLEY CORPORATION BILL [H.t.]. 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL [H.1.}. 


(PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL 
PROVISION.) 

Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Friday next. 


GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.L.]. 

The order of Tuesday last referring the 
Examiner’s Certificate to the Standing 
Orders Committee on Friday next, dis- 
charged. 


FOLKESTONE, SANDGATE, AND HYTHE 
TRAMROADS BILL [H.1.]. 
read 1¢; 


Presented ; and referred to 


the Examiners. 


SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

GUN BARREL PROOF 
AMENDMENT BILL 

SCOTTISH WIDOWS’ FUND AND LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY BILL [H.1.]. 

NEWPORT (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 

BILL [H.L.]. 

SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE 


ACT, 
[H.L. }. 


1868, 


GAS 


TRAMWAYS 


BILL [H.L.]. 
SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L]. 


WIRRALL RAILWAY BILL [H.L.}. 


GREAT BERKHAMPSTEAD WATER 
BILL [H.L.]. 
Read 2¢ 


ASTON MANOR TRAMWAYS BILL [H.L. ]. 
BURNLEY CORPORATION [H.L.]. 
CHURCH’S PATENT BILL [H.1.]}. 

EAST SHROPSHIRE WATER BILL 


EAST STIRLINGSHIRE WATER 
[H.L. ]. 


[H.L]. 
BILL 


| EDINBURGH CORPORATION BILL [H.L. 


Leith Burgh Provisional Order [H.1. ]. 
And also the Certificate that the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with in 
respect of the petition for additional | 
provision in the following Bill: 

Caledonian Railway [H.L.]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


VOL. LXXIX. 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 


EDINBURGH DISTRICT LUNACY 
BOARD BILL [H.L.]. 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT WATER BILL 
[H.L.]. 


FALKIRK CORPORATION BILL [H.L.}. 


Committed: The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


21 
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HEMEL HEMPSTEAD CORPORATION 
(WATER) BILL [H.1.]. 
HIGHAM FERRERS WATER BILL [1.1. }. 


IPSWICH CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
SELL [H.L. ]. 


KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES CORPORA- 
TION BILL [H.1.]. 


LINCOLN CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS) 
BILL [u.1.]. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [H.1.}. 


MARGATE CORPORATION BILL [H.1.}. 


MENSTONE WATER (TRANSFER) BILL 
[H.L.]. 


Committed: The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Seleetion. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD 
BILL [u.L,}. 
MORLEY CORPORATION BILL [H.L.] 


MOTHERWELL AND BELLSHILL RAIL- 
WAY BILL [H.L.}. 


MOTHERWELL WATER BILL [u.1. }. 
MOUNTAIN ASH WATER BILL [u.1.}. 
NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL [H.1.}. 


NEWTOWN AND LLANLLWCHALARN 
URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL [H.1.]. 


PAIGNTON URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H.1. }. 


PRESTON CORPORATION BILL [t.1. }. 


RAMSGATE CORPORATION IMPROVE- 
MENTS BILL [H.L.}. 


ROTHERHAM CORPORATION BILL 
[HLL]. 


ROTHERHITHE AND RATCLIFF 
TUNNEL BILL) [H.1.}. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [H.-L]. 
SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [t.L. }. 
SOUTH ESSEX WATER BOARD BILL 


[H.L.]. 
SUNDERLAND CORPORATION — BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT 


COUNCIL BILL) [u.1.}. 


Committed: The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION (STOCK) 
BILL [H.1.}. 


BURY AND DISTRICT WATER 
(TRANSFER) BILL [u.1.}. 
Committed. 
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DUNDEE HARBOUR BILL [H.L.]. 
LANCASHIRE INEBRIATES ACTS 
BOARD BILL [u.1.},. 
OTLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
WATER BILL [4.1.1]. 


SOUTHAMPTON HARBOUR BILL [H.L.]. 
Committed. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
COLONIES. 

Annual: No. 289. Niger Coast Pro- 
tectorate ; Report for 1898-99 : Presented 
(by command), and ordered to lie on the 
‘Table. 

House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before live of the clock, 
to Monday next, a = 
before Eleven of the cloc 


Ke 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 23rd February, 1900. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs. 
That they have agreed to 
Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
* An Act to amend the Inebriates Acts, 
1879 to 1899, for Scotland.” — Inebriates 
Amendment (Scotland) Bill {Lords}. 

Manuscripts of the House of Lords.— 
That they communicate Copy of the 
Manuscripts of the House of Lords, 
Volume I. (New Series), as desired by this 
House. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, that, in the case of 
the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 62 
has been complied with, namely : 

Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 

Bill. 

Lancashire and 

Bill. 

Wandsworth and Putney Gas Bill. 

Ordered that the Bills he read a second 
time. 


Yorkshire 


Railway 
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913 Returns, 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
first reading thereof, Standing Order No. 
63 has been complied with, namely :— 


Glastonbury and Street Gas Bill. 


Ordered that the Bill be read a second 


time. 


CHELSEA WATER BILL. 

Order [12th February] that the Bill be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills read, and discharged. — Bill 
withdrawn. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 
Message to attend the Lords Commis- 
sioners. 


The House went ; and, being returned, 


Mr. SPEAKER the Royal 


Assent to 


Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Act, 1900. 


rept uted 


PETITIONS. 


BROWNJOHN, JOHN. 


of John 
grievances : 


Petition 
dress of 
Table. 


3rownjohn, for re- 
to he upon the 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (EXEMP- 
TION FROM RATES). 
Petition from Battersea, for alteration 
of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Brighton and 
Preston ; Tottenham ; and Birkenhead ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Fordell ; 


Cowdenbeath ; Little Raith: Townhill ; 
West Wemyss; Morton; Newton; 
Heage ; Staveley; Unston ; Southgate ; 
Thrybergh; Gornal; Oaken- 
Aspatria ; Heckmondwike ; and 


Grange ; 


gates ; 


Woodpark ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petition from Yoxford, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Reports, de. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Prestwich ; 
and Stockport ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 
Two Petitions from Sheffield, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Melrose ; 

Partick ; and Dunbar; to lie upon the 
Table. 
NEW WRIT. 

For the County of Sligo (North Sligo 
Division), in the room of Bernard Collery, 
esquire (Chiltern Hundreds).——(Captain 
Donelan.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SOUTH AUSTRALIA (CONSTITUTION 
AMENDMENT ACT, 1899). 

Paper [presented 22nd February] to be 


printed. [No. 71.] 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 

Copy presented, of Report No. 289 
(Niger Coast Protectorate, Report for 
1898-9) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (CODE 1900). 

Copy presented, of Code of Regula- 
tions for Day Schools, 1900, with Ap- 
pendices [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

ROYAL PATRIOTIC COMMISSION. 

Return presented, relative — thereto 
[Address 19th February ; Jr. Kearley) : 
to lie upon the Table. 


IN THE 
IN 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY 
PROVINCES (CONTRIBUTIONS 
LIEU OF LOCAL RATES). 
Return ordered, ‘“ showing (1) the name 

of each union, parish, county, or muni- 

cipal borough in which the Government 
occupies property ; (2) the extent and 
character of such property ; (3) the valua- 
tion put upon such property for local 
rating ; (4) the amount of contribution 
paid to each parish, county, or municipal 


#12 
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borough in the last financial year ; and | applicable to the case, in the following 
Acts of Parliament (if any) | form :— 


(5) special 


ENGLAND AND WALES. 
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(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 312, of Session 1898).”—(Sir Albert Kollit.) 
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GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (COUNTY 
OF LONDON). 

Return ordered, “ showing (1) the name 
of each parish in which the Government 
occupies property; (2) the extent and 
character of such property ; (3) the valua- 


COUNTY (¢ 
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tion put upon such property for local 
rating ; (4) the amount of contribution 
paid, or to be paid, to each parish in the 
last financial year ; and (5) Special Acts 
of Parliament (if any) applicable to the 
case, in the following form :— 


JF LONDON. 





Extent and character of 
the Government property. 





RA z Ex — . 
= ow “xtent. Character. 
A. mr p 


(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 309, of Session 1898).—(Sir Albert 
Pollit.) 


LUNACY BOARD (SCOTLAND) 
[SALARIES, &e.}. 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of the salaries of the 
secretary and clerks of the General Board 
of Commisioners in Lunacy for Scotland, 
and of the expenses of the Board, and the 
remuneration of the Commissioners 
(Queen’s Recommendation signified), upon 
Monday next. — (Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection: That they had 
nominated the following Members to 
serve on the Standing Committee for the 
consideration of all Bills relating to 
Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure which may, by Order of the 
House, be committed to such Standing 
Committee :—Mr. Asquith, Mr. Atherley- 
Jones, Mr. Atkinson, Mr. Barlow, Mr. 
Bartley, Mr. Beach, Mr. Butcher, Mr. 
Carew, Mr. Coghill, Dr. Commins, Mr. 


Radcliffe Cooke, Viscount Cranborne, Mr. | 
Cripps, Mr. T. B. Curran, Mr. Bromley- 
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Davenport, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Dillon, 
Mr. Tatton Egerton, Mr. Arthur Elliot, 
Mr. Samuel Evans, Sir George Fardell, 
Mr. Flynn, Mr. Lewis Fry, Mr. Sydney 
Gedge, Sir Frederick Godson, Mr. Gould- 
ing, Mr. Graham, Mr. H. D. Greene, Mr. 
Haldane, Mr. Harwood, Mr. T. M. Healy, 
Mr. Helder, Mr. Hemphill, Mr. Staveley 
Hill, Mr. Hobhouse, Sir John Jenkins, 
Mr. Johnson-Ferguson, Mr. Lees Knowles, 
Mr. W. F. Lawrence, Sir Joseph Leese, 
Mr. Loder, Mr. A. K. Loyd, Mr. Mae- 
Neill, Sir Henry Meysey - Thompson, 
Colonel Milward, Mr. Monk, Mr. Lloyd 
Morgan, Mr. Mount, Mr. Graham Murray, 
Captain Norton, Mr. Pickersgill, Sir 
Francis Powell, Colonel Pryce-Jones, Sir 
Robert Reid, Mr. Rentoul, Secretary Sir 
Matthew White Ridley, Mr. Bryn Roberts, 
Sir Andrew Scoble, Mr. Parker Smith, 
Mr. Solicitor General, Mr. Ernest Spencer, 
Mr. Stevenson, Mr. Ure, Sir Howard 
Vincent, Mr. Robert Wallace (Perth), Mr. 
Warr, Sir James Woodhouse, and Mr 
Woods. 


Mr. HALsey further reported from the 
Committee of Selection: That they had 
nominated the following Members to 
serve on the Standing Committee for the 
consideration of all Bills relating to Trade 
(including Agriculture and __ Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufacture :—Mr. Attor- 
ney General, Mr. Baird, Lord Balcarres, 
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Mr. Baldwin, Mr. Beckett, Mr. Broad- 
hurst, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Burt, Sir 
Charles Cayzer, Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, Mr. Channing, Mr. Cohen, 
Mr. Jesse Collings, Sir John Colomb, Sir 
Charles Dalrymple, Mr. Daly, Mr. 
Doughty, Mr. Duckworth, Mr. J. P. 
Farrell, Sir Robert Penrose-FitzGerald, 
Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. Galloway, Sir 
Kdward Gourley, Sir Reginald Hanson, | 
Mr. Harrington, Sir Alfred Hickman, Sir 
Edward Hill, Sir William Houldsworth, ! 
Major Jameson, Mr. Jeffreys, Sir James 
Joicey, Mr. Kemp, Sir Thomas Lea, Sir 
Elliott Lees, Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. 
Walter Long, Colonel Long, Dr. Mac 
Donnell, Colonel Mellor, Sir Samuel 
Montagu, Mr. Charles Morley, Mr. Old- 
rovd, Mr. Parkes, Colonel Pilkington, 
Mr. Power, Mr. Provand, Sir James 
Rankin, Mr. Renshaw, Sir Thomas 
Richardson, Mr. Ritchie, Sir Albert 
Rollit, Mr. Round, Mr. T. W. Russell, 
Mr. Seton-Karr, Mr. Thomas Shaw, Mr. 
T. H. Sidebottom, Sir Barrington Simeon, 
Mr. Samuel Smith, Mr. Strachey, Mr. 
James Stuart, Mr. Tennant, Mr. Tomlin- 
son, Mr. Tully, Mr. George Whiteley, 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Mr. John 
Wilson (Falkirk), Mr, Wolff, and Mr. 
Samuel Young. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


COUNTY COURTS. 

Bill to extend the Jurisdiction of the 
County Courts, and to amend the Acts 
relating or giving Jurisdiction thereto, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Monk, 
Sir Henry Fowler, Sir Charles Palmer, 
Sir Alfred Hickman, Mr. Jacoby, and 
Mr. Cruddas. 


COUNTY COURTS BILL. 

“To extend the Jurisdiction of the 
County Courts, and to amend the 
Acts relating or giving Jurisdiction 
thereto,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, 8th March, and to be printed. 
| Bill 99. } 

PUBLIC HEALTH. 
Bill to amend the Law as to the quali- 


fications and tenure of office of sanitary 
inspectors and to make other relative 
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provisions, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Thornton, Mr. William Abraham, 
Sir Henry Bemrose, Colonel Chaloner, 
Mr. Clough, Sir “Walter Foster, Mr. 
Atherley-Jones, Major Rasch, and Mr. 
Herbert Robertson. 


PUBLIC HEALTH BILL. 

“To amend the Law as to the qualifiea- 
tions and tenure of office of sanitary in- 
spectors, and to make other relative pro- 
visions,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday next, and to be (printed. | Bill 
100. | 


LAND DEDICATION. 

Bill to facilitate the Dedication of Land 
to the public enjoyment, ordered to he 
brought in by Sir John Brunner, Mr. 
Bryce, Lord Balearres, Mr. Thomas Shaw, 
Mr. Carson, and Mr. Billson. 


LAND DEDICATION BILL. 

“ To facilitate the Dedication of Land 
to the public enjoyment,” presented, and 
read the first time : to be read a second 
time upon Monday, 5th March, and to le 
printed. [Bill 101. | 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—GENERAL 
MACDONALD’S INJURY. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): Can 
the First Lord of the Treasury give the 
House any information as to the nature of 
the wound received by Major-General 
Hector Macdonald. 

THe FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
K.): Tam afraid I have no. particulars. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
3oroughs) : Is there any news from the 
seat of war ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


BOER PROCLAMATIONS OF 
ANNEXATION. 

Caprain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, inreference to the Gover- 
nor of Natal’s telegraphic despatch of 4th 
November, 1899, reporting the issue by 
the Boers of a proclamation annexing to 
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the Orange Free State the Upper Tugela | 
district of Natal, and to his subsequent 
despatch of 4th November, 1899, report- 
ing the confirmation by the magistrate at 
Ladysmith of the rumoured issue of a 
proclamation annexing to the Orange Free 
State the Upper Tugela division, he has 
received any further confirmation of the 
issue of these proclamations, and can give 
the dates of their issue and their terms. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): No, Sir, the proclama- 
tion at p. 241 of Cd. 43: issued by Com- 
mandant General Joubert did not in 
termsannounce annexation, and I have also 
to refer the hon. Member to the state- 
ment of the Presidents mentioned in my 
answer to him of the 19th of February. 


{23 FEBRU 


DUTCH DISLOYALTY AT 
TOWN. 

Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he is now in a posi- 
tion to make a statement as to the three 
Dutch subjects of Her Majesty, formerly 
in custody at Simonstown, who were 
removed to a district where martial law 
had been proclaimed, and as to whom a 
writ was issued by the Supreme Court 
calling upon their custodian to show 
cause why they were so detained. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have not 
vet heard from Sir A. Milner in reply to 
my inquiry, but Lam reminding him. 


SIMONS- 


REGIMENTAL TITLES ROYAL SCOTS 
GREYS. 

CoLoNEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether, in publishing from the 
War Office reports of movements or 
casualties in South Africa, he can see his 
way to give to the Second Dragoons, 
either in place of or additional to that 
designation, their other official title of 
Royal Scots Greys, to prevent unneces- 
sary uncertainty and anxiety to relations 
and friends of those serving with the 
regiment who know it as the Scots Greys, 
and may never have heard it called the 
Second Dragoons. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WYNDHAM, 
Dover): The insertion of such supple- 


mentary titles for all the regiments 
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would only occasion delay in the publica- 


tion of the news, a result to be avoided. 


No exception could be made ; what is 
done for one unit would have to be done 
for all. 


CoLonEL WELBY: May I point out 
that the Greys are peculiar in that they 
enjoy the distinction of being the only 
regiment not called by the official title 4 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: [ am not at all 
sure that all the other regiments in the 
Army would accord the Scots Greys that 
distinction. We find it necessary to stick 
to the official titles of these regiments, 
for which there are code words. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY 


PAY, ETC. 


EQUIPMENT. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON — (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether 


twenty out of the hundred men of the 
Imperial Yeomanry quartered at Kensing- 
ton Barracks have affected with 
pneumonia ; whether, out of their pay of 
5s. per diem, 4s. is deducted for rations ; 
and whether any greatcoats have been 
issued to them, and whether to secure an 
overcoat many of them have paid a 
shilling a day to one of the regular 
troops for the loan of his greatcoat. 


1 
peel 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Imperial 
Yeomanry Committee have supplied me 
with the following information :—There 
has been no case of pneumonia. The pay 
of the troopers is 1s. 2d. a day, with 3d. 
messing allowance and free rations ; from 
this 4d. only is deducted. The company 


was equipped with  greatcoats — regi- 
mentally. The — officer commanding 
reports that all were equipped — on 


February 10th. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottinghamshire, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether any of the Imperial 
Yeomanry not yet embarked are still 
without pay at the end of three weeks of 
daily drill, since being sworn in; whether 
it was intimated to volunteers for the 


Imperial Yeomanry that all equipments 
would be found for them ; and whether, 
notwithstanding, it is necessary for an 
Imperial Yeoman himself to provide a 
‘portion of the outfit, such as under- 
clothing, boots, and gaiters. 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: In regard to the 
pay full instructions on this subject have 
been issued by the War Office and the 
Yeomanry Committee. If any case of 
non-payment has occurred it would appear 
to have been due to local inadvertence. 
In regard to the equipment, a capitation 
grant was made which was accepted by 
the Yeomanry Committee as sufficient to 
cover the provision of such articles of 
equipment as were considered necessary. 
It is possible that as the Yeomanry were 
raised under local arrangements the com- 
manding officers may, in some cases, have 
considered it necessary that the men 
should be more completely equipped, but 
there is no official knowledge of such 
cases. It is, however, understood that 
local funds have been subscribed to meet 
demands of that character. 


(Questions. 


MISCONDUCT OF GOVERNMENT 
CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. HOWELL (Denbigh Boroughs) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, in the public interest, 
he will state the names of the contractors 
and officers who have been found guilty 
of misconduct in connection with the 
sending of stores for the use of Her 
Majesty’s field force in South Africa ; 
and whether there are proceedings of a 
criminal nature which can be taken 
against contractors or officers guilty of 
supplying or passing defective stores. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe t- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.) : In all cases 
where misconduct has occurred in con- 
nection with the sending of stores or 
supplies for Her Majesty’s Army in South 
Africa the contractors have been struck off 
the list ; but the Secretary of State does 
not at present see any necessity to make 
public the names of the persons con- 
cerned, 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Why should not their names be made 
public? Ought not the community to he 
warned against cheats of this kind ? 

Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : May 
[ask the hon. Gentleman whether, if he 
does not see his way to give the names, 
he will tell us the number of such con- 
tractors ? 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : 


number is exceedingly small. 


The 


{ 
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Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 


Thanet): Has the hon. Gentleman any 


objection to lay a return on the Table ° 


giving particulars as to these contractors ? 


Sik JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): Is there any hope of these 
contractors being prosecuted ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: In 
the only cases that have occurred the 
question of prosecution was considered hy 
the Secretary of State, and submitted for 
legal advice, and the legal advice given 
was that no prosecution would succeed. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: The hon. 
Gentleman has not answered my question 
whether he sees any objection to lay a 
return on the Table giving the names and 
addresses of these persons. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: If 
my right hon. friend will put a question 
upon the Paper, [ will consider it. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Is 
there any possible reason for screening 
these people ? 


[No answer was given. | 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: That is the 
War Office all over. 


NAVAL SERVICES—RE-ENGAGE- 
MENTS. 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty what was the percentage 
of men who, in each of the years 1897, 
1898, and 1899, completed the full period 
of service of twelve years, and left the 
service instead of re-engaging in the 
following branches of the Naval service 
respectively—namely, Royal Navy Exe- 


cutive Branch, Royal Navy Engineer 
ranch, Royal Marine Artillery, and 
Royal Marine Light Infantry. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe AD- 


MIRALTY (Mr. GoscHEN, St. George's, 
Hanover Square): Time does not admit 
of the calculations being worked out so 
as to enable me to reply to the hon. and 
gallant Member to-day, but I shall be 
happy to send him the desired informa- 
tion in so far as the available statistics 
may enable me to do so. 

*Sir JOHN COLOMB: Will the right 


hon. Gentleman kindly let me have tt 
before Monday ? 
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Mr. GOSCHEN: It will take some 
time to get the information, but I will do 
“my best. 


MEDITERRANEAN FLEET—CHANNEL 
SQUADRON—PROMOTIONS. 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty what was the 
length of service of each of the flag 
officers now serving in the Mediterranean 
Fleet and Channel Squadron from the 
date of promotion to lieutenant to the 
date of first hoisting their flags after pro- 
motion to flag rank; and how much of 
that service Was spent in sea going ships. 
[hey also to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty what has been the length of 
time spent as commissioned officers in 
ships of war by the senior gunnery lieu- 
tenant and the senior engineer, marine 
artillery, and marine infantry ofticers who 
are now serving in the Mediterranean 
Fleet and Channel Squadron respectively. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The questions only 
appeared on the Paper this morning, and 
[ must ask my hon. and gallant friend to 
postpone them in order to give me time 
to make the necessary inquiries. 


DEPTFORD VICTUALLING YARD 
LABOURERS. 

CapraAIn NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
Theg to ask the First Lord of the Ad 
miralty whether, seeing that the labourers 
in Deptford Victualling Yard receive less 
than the current rate of wages in the 
locality, and seeing that they have been 
working for abnormally long howrs at 
high pressure for some months past, he 
will consider the advisability of recognis- 
ing their devotion to duty by granting 
them a slight increase in the rate of pay 
for overtime. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The fact that the 
labourers in Deptford Victualling Yard 
have been working for abnormally long 
hours at high pressure for some months 
past has not escaped my attention, and 
for some time I have been considering the 
possibility of some recognition. I am 
now endeavouring to obtain an exact 
statement of the amount of overtime. 


WAR OFFICE AND INVENTIONS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether in- 
ventions submitted to the War Office go 
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directly before a Departmental Com- 
mittee ; and, if so, will he state the com- 
position of that Committee; and seeing 
that the inventor has to submit drawings 
of his invention in duplicate, will he state 
what steps are taken to prevent such in- 
ventions from being pirated. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Inventions may or 
may not be submitted to the considera- 
tion of a Committee. It depends on the 
nature of the invention. If any inventor 
asks to have his proposals treated as con- 
fidential, they are so treated. When the 
invention is patented no such necessity 


arises. 


IRISH HORSES FOR THE ARMY. 

CapTaAIN DONELAN (Cork, FE.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether any agents are at pre- 
sent employed by the War Office to pur- 
chase horses in the south of Ireland ; and 
what are the standard prices now paid 
for the various classes required. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No local agents 
are employed by the War Office to pur 
chase horses. All purchases are made by 
otticers of the Department. The standard 
prices for cavalry horses range from £45 
to £50, and for mounted infantry cobs 
they are £30. 


CapTAIN DONELAN: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that the best horses in 
the world are bred in the south of Ire- 
land—Galtee More, for instance ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


ARMY CLOTHING DEPARTMENT 
PROPOSED IRISH BRANCH. 
Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): I 
heg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the War Office will 
establish a branch of the Army Clothing 
Department in Ireland, and make that 
branch responsible for the inspection of 
all clothing supplied to Her Majesty’s 

troops stationed in Ireland. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. It would 
not be either expedient from an inspection 
point of view or necessary from a supply 
point of view. 

VOLUNTEERS—PAY DURING 
TRAINING. 
CapTaIn SINCLAIR: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
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whether, in the event of the Volunteers 
being assembled for one month’s training, 
it is intended that they shall receive the 
full pay and allowances of the Regular 
forces during that period, including the 
cost of travelling to and from their 
homes. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must ask the 
hon. Member to await the Regulations 
which will shortly be published. 


ARTILLERY IN INDIA. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
India what is the number of batteries 
with quick-firing attachment serving in 
India ; also the number of howitzer guns. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): The question of what 
pattern of quick-firing attachment for 
artillery in India should be adopted is 
receiving and has received careful con- 
sideration ; but as improvements are being 
made it is desirable to test the carriages 
so improved before they are introduced 
wholesale as a service pattern. There 
are, according to the latest return, ten 
howitzers with heavy batteries of artillery 
in India. In addition to these there are 
a large number with garrison artillery, in 
siege trains, in forts and arsenals ; but [ 
do not think it would be desirable that I 
should state the numbers. 


PLAGUE AND FAMINE IN INDIA. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will give the 
latest information as to the number of 
deaths from plague at Bombay; and 
whether he will state whether any material 
change has taken place in reference to 
famine statistics since he last gave the 
House information as to the serious con- 
dition of affairs in the famine-stricken 
districts in India. 


LorpG. HAMILTON : The number of 
deaths in Bombay City from plague 
during the week ending February 15th 
was 583. The number for the corre- 
sponding week in the preceding year was 
712. As regards the famine, the latest 
estimate of the area affected is now 445,000 
square miles, and that of the population 
affected sixty-one and a half millions, 
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as against 550,000 square miles and forty- 
nine millions, which were the figures 
given by me in answer to a question on 
the lst of this month. The number of 
persons in receipt of relief is now about 
tour millions, as against three millions in 
the corresponding week of 1897. On the 
other hand, the relief arrangements are 
more advanced than they were in 1897, 
the people are more ready to accept relief, 
prices are on the whole less high, and the 
death-rates in the famine districts, so far 
as vet known, are lower. 


ANGLO-GERMAN AFRICAN BOUNDARY 
COMMISSION. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he will say when the report of the 
Anglo-German Boundary Commission, 
appointed for the purpose of defining the 
international boundary in the districts 
lying between Lakes Tanganyika and 
Nyassa will be issued. 


*THEUNDER SECRETARY of STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mai. Brop- 
rick, Surrey, Guildford): The report 
could not be issued without the consent 
of the German Government, with whom 
discussions are in progress as to the final 
form to be taken by the recommendations 
of the Commission. 


BRITISH CENTRAL AFRICA—RUBBER 
TRADE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 

of State for the Colonies whether he 

is aware that the value of rubber im- 


ported from the British Central 
Africa Protectorate through Chirome 


amounted during the year 1898-9 to 
£10,233 18s. as compared — with 
£1,044 17s. 6d. in 1897-8, showing an 
increase of over £9,000 in one year ; and 
will he state whether any efforts are 
being made to regulate the mode of 
collecting rubber juice, so as to prevent 
destruction of the rubber vines. 

*Mr. BRODRICK : Yes, it is so stated 
in the last report on the Protectorate. 
Regulations regulating the manufacture 
and sale of rubber were issued on the Ist 
of September last. 


BRITISH CENTRAL AFRICA—NUMBER 
AND ARMS OF TROOPS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 





Secretary of State for War if he will state 
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the number of troops in the British 
Central Africa Protectorate, and how 
many are armed with the Snider rifle ; 
and will he say whether it is proposed to 
re-arm the whole of the troops with rifles 
of a more modern pattern ; and, if so, 
when. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The military force 
consists of (a) Indian contingent, three 
officers, 215 Sikhs ; (b) Native contingent, 
nine British officers, 1,070 Native troops. 
As stated in the answer to the question 
on the 19th instant, steps were taken last 
year to re-arm the whole force with the 
‘303 Martini-Enfield rifle. 


BRITISH NORTH BORNEO. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he is now pre- 
pared to state the nature of the differences 
which arose between the British North 
Borneo Company and Mat Salleh, and 
which resulted in an expedition, composed 
of 150 of the company’s police, being sent 
against him. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Mat Salleh incited 
the natives of the Tambunan and Tegaa 
districts, in the territory of the North 
Borneo Company, to inter-tribal feuds, and 
the Tambunans petitioned the company 
to build a station in their district, and to 
place a European officer there to protect 
them. While the station was being built 
Mat Salleh visited a chief in Brunel terri- 
tory, and purchased gunpowder with the 
avowed object of creating disturbance in 
the company’s territory. The company 
continued to send friendly messages to 
him, but he adopted a hostile attitude, 
and two of the company’s messengers 
were murdered by his followers. Nego- 
tiations were broken off, and the company 
having received proof that Mat Salleh 
had instigated the murders, and was in- 
citing the natives to rebellion, sent the 
expedition against him. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the correspondence 
be laid on the Table ? 


[No answer was given. | 


FAIR WAGE CLAUSES IN LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he will communicate with 
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the Local Government Board, the Scotch 


| Oftice, and the Irish Office, as to the 


possibility of agreeing to an address for 
a return showing the form of the various 
fair wage clauses for contracts adopted 
by the several local authorities for the 
three kingdoms. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M? 
WuitE Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
If the right hon. Baronet will let me 
know rather more precisely what he 
wants, and particularly as to the local 
authorities from whom he desires the 
information obtained, I shall be glad to 
consult the departments mentioned and 
to see if I can meet his wishes. 
EXHIBITIONS OF WILD 

ANIMALS. 

Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, whether local authori- 
ties have power, by means of bye-laws, to 
regulate the public exhibition and_per- 
formances of wild animals and_ reptiles, 
and the keeping of them in populous 
places ; whether legislation is required to 
prevent alarms and casualties arising from 
such exhibitions and the possession of 
such animals, and to protect them from 
cruelty ; and whether Her Majesty's 
Government will either invite local 
authorities to exercise their powers, or 


PUBLIC 


will introduce legislation with these 
objects. 
*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: County 


and borough councils could, [ think, 
under their general powers of making 
bye-laws for good rule and government 
and the suppression of nuisances, regulate 
the keeping and exhibition of wild animals 
in so far as annoyance, danger, and_ the 
like might be caused to the general 
public. The bye-laws could not deal with 
cruelty to the animals themselves, the 
better prevention of which is a matter 
that needs legislation. I cannot promise 
that the Government will take the ini- 
tiative at the present time, but [ shall be 
glad to consider favourably any bye-laws 
that may be submitted to me on the one 
point or any Bill which my hon. friend or 
any other member of the House may in- 
troduce on the other. 


PUBLIC DRINKING WATER. 
Mr. CORNWALLIS (Maidstone): I 


beg to ask the President of the Local 
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Government Board if he intends to intro- 
duce a Bill this session to safeguard to 
customers the supply of drinking water 
by companies and others. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHapiin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I am preparing 
a Bill, and hope to be able to introduce it 
very shortly. 


MAIDSTONE LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
REGISTRARS. 

Mr. CORNWALLIS: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board on what grounds the Board gave 
their consent to the recent application of 
the Registrar General to unite the West 
Maidstone sub-district with the East 
Maidstone — sub-district, against the 
unanimously expressed opposition of the 
guardians of the Maidstone Union ; 
whether this course was adopted on the 
advice of the Local Government Board’s 
inspector ; and whether he will now take 
steps to give effect to the wishes of the 
guardians in the matter. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I have not yet 
received the information from the 
Registrar General. Perhaps the hon. 
Member will postpone the question. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS AS OVER- 
SEERS—WORCESTER CORPORATION. 

Mr. ALLSOPP (Worcester): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he can explain why 
the Local Govertiment Board, which can, 
under Section 33 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894, confer on a municipal 
corporation the powers of overseers, de- 
clined to accede to the applications of the 
Corporation of Worcester and other cor- 
porations for the transfer of such powers, 
seeing that, by the recent London Govern- 
ment Act, 1899, Parliament, in opposition 
to the expressed views of the Board, con- 
stituted the London municipal councils 
overseers of their districts. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: The Local Govern- 
ment Board have in a large number of 
cases conferred on the councils of boroughs 
and urban districts the power to appoint 
overseers, and have also transferred to 
them certain powers of overseers ; but 
they declined to accede to the application 
in this case because they are advised that 
their powers would not enable them to 
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make the consequential provisions which 
would be necessary in their opinion if a 
transfer was made to one of these 
councils of all the powers of overseers. 


CENSUS INSTRUCTIONS. 

Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether the instructions issued under the 
3ill for taking the decennial census will 
be laid before Parliament. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: There will be no 
objection to laying the instructions on 


the Table. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY—PETER- 
BOROUGH RAILWAY STATION. 
*Mr. MONCKTON (Northamptonshire, 
N.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether any, and, if so, 
what, progress has been made by the Great 
Eastern Railway Company with regard to 
the improvements at their station at 
Peterborough, so long and so_ often 
promised ; and whether the Board of 
Trade consider them proper and adequate 
for the present conditions of traffic at 
that station, and also satisfactory for the 
convenience and safety of the travelling 

public. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Rircute, Croydon) : 
In reply to communications from the 
Board of Trade the company replied on 
January 18th last:—(1) “That the per- 
manent way alterations are well in hand, 
but the progress is greatly retarded in 
consequence of the busy state of the yard 
on weekdays, so that most of the work 
has to be carried out on the Sunday. A 
further alteration has been suggested 
which the directors have ordered to he 
carried out, and the engineer has_re- 
ceived instructions to push on the work 
with all speed.” And on the 20th inst. that 
the company’s engineer states :—(2)* That 
he is pushing on the alterations at Peter- 
borough station with all possible speed, 
having due regard to the requirements of 
the traffic.” The Board must defer ex- 
pressing any opinion on the improvements 
until they are completed. 


CARRBLAGE OF DOGS ON RAILWAYS. 
Mr. H. D. GREENE: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
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whether his attention has been directed | 


to the provision afforded by railway com- 
panies for the maintenance and transport 
of dogs consigned by them ; and whether 
the Board of Agriculture or the Board of 
Trade have any, and what, power to im- 
prove the accommodation supplied by 
railway companies for the conveyance of 
dogs, and to secure the proper cleansing 
and disinfection of boxes and lockers 
used by railway companies ; and if not, 
whether Her Majesty's Government. will 
introduce legislation with that object, or 
effect it by amendments of the Diseases of 
Animals Act, 1894. 


*TueE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): I have been in com- 
munication both with the Board of Trade 
and the Railway Companies’ Association 
on this subject, and I am informed that 
the use of boxes and lockers such as 
those to which my hon. and learned friend 
refers is gradually being discontinued, and 
that the practice generally adopted is to 
convey dogs in luggage vans where 
accommodation is specially set apart for 
them, the vans being cleansed after use. 
[ doubt whether legislation on this sub 
ject, either by Act of Parliament or by 
any Order which it is in my power or 
that of the Board of Trade to issue, is 
feasible or practicable, but I shall be very 
glad to consider any suggestions which 
may be made to me, and, if necessary, to 
endeavour to induce the railway com- 
panies to take further steps to remove 
any cause for complaint. 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE 
REGULATIONS. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
heg to ask the President of the Board of 
Acriculture whether the modified order 
to be issued on Saturday will meet the 
case of small farmers and others who may 
require, as a matter of urgency, to send a 
cow to a neighbouring farm and back for 
stock purposes. 


*Mr. LONG: The new order permits 
movement within the outlying portion of 
the scheduled district for the purposes of 
feeding, isolation, or lambing, subject to 
certain. prescribed conditions, but these 
conditions could not very well be com- 
plied with where movement for stock 
purposes takes place, and I cannot there- 
fore as yet afford relief in this direction 
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without danger of the spread of the 
disease. But I recognise the importance 
of the matter in many cases, and I hope 
to be able before very long to make pro- 
visions respecting it. 


REORGANISATION OF THE 
EDUCATION OFFICE. 
*CoLONEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether his answer of the 15th instant, 
stating that the report of the Committee 
for the reorganisation of the Education 
Ottice is for the most part carried out as 
soon as made, is to be understood to 
mean that action may be taken by the 
Lord President upon a report of the 
Departmental Committee on matters of 
office organisation without regard to the 
privilege of Parliament under the Board 
of Education Act of last session, by which 
the draft of the Orders in Council dealing 
with the transfer of the powers of the 
Charity Commission and of the Board of 
Agriculture must be submitted to each 
House of Parliament for one month 
before taking effect ; and whether it will 
he necessary to delay the organising and 
manning of the Education Office, so that 
regard may be had to that necessary 
preliminary assignment of functions on 
which all proper organisation must be 
based, and over which Parliament has 
been given direct control by the aforesaid 

provisions of the Act. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): No; the new functions to 
he conferred on the Board of Education 
by Orders in Council cannot be finally 
provided for until such orders are passed 
in the manner prescribed in Section 5 of 
the Act. But the provision to be made 
for perfotming the existing functions of 
the Committee of Council, to which the 
reports of the Organising Committee 
hitherto made exclusively refer, need not 
be delayed. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION GRANTS— 
TECHNOLOGY. 

*CoLONEL LOCKWOOD: I beg to ask 
the Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether the Techni- 
cal Instruction Department under the new 
Board of Education will place the teaching 
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of technology in the same position as re- 
gards State aid as the teaching of science 
and art. 


Sir J. GORST: The Treasury grants 
to Technical Instruction were suspended 
(except in Ireland) in the year 1891 in 
consequence of the passing of the Local 
Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890, 
which placed large funds raised by 
Imperial taxation at the disposal of local 
authorities. Since that date the functions 
of the Committee of Council in reference 
to technical instruction have been of a 
very limited character. It is impossible 
for me to conjecture before the new Board 
of Education is constituted what it may 
do; but I should think it improbable that 
the subjects for which Exchequer grants 
are made will he extended. 


EDUCATIONAL CONSULTATIVE 

COMMITTEE. 
*CoLONEL LOCKWOOD: | heg to ask 
the Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether the finan- 
cial arrangements of the Consultative 
Committee under the new Edueation Bill 
will be identical with those usual in the 
case of Members serving on Royal 
Commissions. 


Sir J. GORST : The financial arrange- 
ments of the Consultative Committee are 
at present under the consideration of the 
Government. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University): I beg to ask the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Committee of Council on 
Edueation whether universities and other 
hodies concerned with teaching will be 
invited to nominate persons for appoint- 
ment on the Consultative Committee 
created by the Board of Education Act ; 
and whether regulations or terms of 
reference under which the advisory duties 
of the Committee are to be discharged 
will be set forth in the Order in Council 
which will be laid wpon the Table of the 
House. 


Sir J. GORST: The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the negative. The 
first members of the Consultative Com- 
mittee will be appointed by the Order in 
Council, subsequent members in such 
manner as the Order in Council may 
direct. The answer to the second para- 
graph is also in the negative. The method 
of reference is prescribed in the Act 
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itself. The Committee will advise on 
any matter referred to it by the Board of 
Education. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : 
Will care be taken in appointing the 
members of the Consultative Committee 
to avoid the selection of anyone from any 
society who is believed to take a strong 
view in any of the educational contro- 
versies ? 


Sir J. GORST: I am afraid I cannot 
give any assurance to the noble Lord. | 
have no doubt the Government, by whom 
the selection will be made, will take every 
precaution to secure that the Committee 
shall be one representing the House and 
the country. The names will lie on the 
Table for a whole month, and will be open 
to the criticism of the noble Lord or any 
other Member. . 


COST OF POSTAGE STAMPS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): T beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he would state to the House 
what is the cost per thousand of the 
postage stamps, the halfpenny and penny 
value, supplied to the Post Office ; and 
what is the total number and the cost of 
the postage stamps supplied to the Post 
Office last vear. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, 
Preston): I must decline to disclose par- 
ticulars of the schedules of prices attached 
to contracts for the supply of goods for 
the public service. In paragraph 2 my 
hon. friend asks me for the total number 
and the cost of postage stamps supplied 
to the Post Office last year. The cost 
estimated for the last financial vear he 
will find in Sub-head K of the Post Office 
Vote, and the actual cost in the Appro- 
priation Account, which will be issued 
shortly. That being so, if I were to give 
him the total numbers supplied, a simple 
process of arithmetic would enable him to 
calculate the price paid, as to which, in 
answer to paragraph 1, | have declined to 
give him information. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
United States Government got their 
stamps printed for half the price paid by 
the British Post Office ? 


[No answer was given. | 
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SORTING CLERKS’ EXAMINATIONS. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he can see his 
way to modify the rule which requires 
that men over a certain age shall quality 
as sorting clerks or telegraphists before 
heing allowed to sit at an examination ; 
and whether it can be so arranged that 
they shall he allowed to pass the exami- 
nation first, and then have a reasonable 
time for qualifying. 


Mr. HANBURY: The rule alluded to 
applies only, I understand, to postmen 
desiring to become sorters or telegraphists. 
It is so much more difficult for men over 
a certain age to learn new duties that it 
is thought to be for their interest to 
require them to show aptitude for such 
duties before being called upon to pass 
the clerical examination, 


RURAL POSTMEN AND BANK 
HOLIDAYS. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, if he will direct 
that the duties of rural postmen on bank 
holidavs shall be arranged in the same 
manner as their Good Friday duties, by 
allowing the men to commence their 
return journey immediately on comple- 
tion of the outward delivery, instead of 
waiting to bring in the afternoon collec- 
tion, thus giving them the benefit of the 
holiday. 


Mr. HANBURY: Public complaint 
would arise if there were no collections 
of letters on bank holidays by rural 
postmen, especially as they are mostly on 
Mondays, and there would thus in many 
places be two consecutive days without 
any opportunity of posting letters. On 
(rood Fridays the trains run on 
Sundays, and the letters collected could 
not he forwarded by the usual mail. This 
is not the case on bank holidays. 


as 


WEATHER FORECASTS. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Heretord): 
| beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he would consider the 
advisability of telegraphing the daily 
weather forecasts issued by the Meteoro- 
logical Office to postal telegraph offices in 
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country districts where the daily papers 
are not received until late on the day of 
publication, or until the day following the 
day of publication. 


Mr. HANBURY: Such a system was 
tried for two years by the Board of Agri- 
culture, but was abandoned in 1895. The 
areas to which the forecasts apply are so 
large—there are only, I think, six for the 
whole United Kingdom—that the fore- 
casts were found to be too wide and 
general to allow of anything like close 
accuracy in any particular locality. — I 
will see whether they cannot be supplied 
very cheaply to the subscribers at local 
post offices. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE: Are not 
the weather forecasts more accurate now 
than formerly ! 

Mr. HANBURY: I 


their accuracy. 


cannot vouch for 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

REGISTERS. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) : I 
heg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland whether he is aware that, under 
the provisions of the Representation of 
the People Acts, only four days are 
allowed to the clerks of the peace in 
Ireland—-namely, from 20th to 24th 
August in each year—for the collating, 
printing, and publishing of notices 
(whether official or otherwise) of objec- 
tions to the names of persons on existing 
register, or Who may have claimed to he 
inserted thereon ; that out of these four 
days clerks of the peace are entitled to 
deduct the time necessary for collating 
and making out fair lists of the written 
objections sent in ; and that the time left 
for printing these lists is thereby reduced 
to a period insufficient for the proper 
performance of the work ; and whether, 
in view of the importance of providing 
proper lists for revision, he will direct 
clerks of the peace to furnish the fair 
copy of their lists of objections to the 
printers not in any case later than the 
20th day of August, as provided in the 
Acts. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): The last day for receiving objections 
is the 20th day of August. The 21st is 
therefore the earliest day on which fair 
copies of the lists could be furnished to 
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the printers. The reply to the question 
is, therefore, in the negative. 


IRISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS 
BOARD. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state the 
number of acres of land purchased by the 
Congested Districts Board in the province 
of Connaught since the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board Act came into force, dividing 
them into the number of acres already 
striped and in the hands of tenants ; the 
number of acres unstriped and in the 
hands of the Congested Districts Board, 
and how long have the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board been in possession of such 
lands ; and the number of acres striped 
and in the possession of the Congested 
Districts Board, and how long have such 
lands been in the Board’s possession. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLFrour): It has not been found possible 
to obtain the whole of the information 
desired in this question in the short 
interval since it appeared on the Paper, 
and I will ask the hon. Member to 
repeat the question on Monday. 


[IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1898 
—RELIEF TO RATEPAYERS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
heg to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ire- 
land whether, seeing that, although on 
the introduction of the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1898, tenants who 
have purchased their holdings and thus 
become their own landlords were pro- 
mised that, in addition to ‘getting half 
their county cess remitted, they would 
also get the portion of the poor rate 
hitherto paid by the landlord, he is aware 
that the tenants in the parish of Glan- 
goolin, county of Cavan, nearly all of 
whom are how peasant proprietors, com- 
plain that whilst they have got the 
abatement of county cess they see no 
appreciable difference in the case of the 
poor rates ; and whether, as this question 
is creating a good deal of attention in 
Ireland, inquiry will be made into the 
matter, 


Mr. ATKINSON : Tenants who have 
purchased their holdings receive a double 
advantage from the Agricultural Grant 
that is to say, they obtain a remission of one 
half the county cess in the standard year 
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as occupiers, and of half the poor rate in 
the standard year as owners. Whether 
this measure of relief will be equivalent 
to one half of the present year’s rate, or 
the rate to be raised for county charges 
in succeeding years, will depend largely 
upon the fact whether the county and 
district councils are economical in their 
administration, or the reverse. I have no 
knowledge of any complaints having heen 
made in this matter by tenants, and as 
there is no room for doubt as to the 
application of the Agricultural Grant, the 
matter is not one calling for inquiry, as 
suggested. 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOLS. 

Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in view of the large 
proportion of the people who speak Irish 
in Achill, County Mayo, and of the diffi- 
culty that Irish-speaking children have in 
acquiring their education in the National 
schools, he will take the necessary steps 
with the Education Department to have 
this grievance remedied, by seeing that 
the children in such schools are taught to 
read and write in Irish. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. Bat- 
FOUR): Extensive alterations in the 
school programme are contemplated in the 
scheme of reform which it is proposed to 
carry out in the system of primary educa- 
tion in Ireland, but the question how far 
it is expedient to make any change in the 
direction of extending the study of the 
Irish language in National schools would 
seem to be a matter for the consideration 
of the Commissioners themselves, to whom 
I have referred the suggestion of the hon. 
Member. 


CREAGH ESTATE, COUNTY CORK. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Creagh estate, Lyre, Banteer, 
County Cork, has been in Chancery for 
some years, and that the tenants have 
repeatedly applied for a sale under the 
Land Purchase Acts; and whether, in 
view of the fact that the adjoining town- 
lands on the same estate have been sold 
to the tenants, the Court will favourably 
consider the case of the excluded tenants. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W- 
Batrour): There is some difficulty in 
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identifying the particular estate referred 
to in the offices of the Land Commission 
and Land Judge’s Court. Further inquiry 
is, however, being made, and if the hon. 
Member will supply me with any addi- 
tional particulars as to the estate which 
he may have in his possession, the further 
inquiry directed will be facilitated. 


(Questions. 


IRISH FISHERIES—STEAM TRAWLING. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Treland how many gun- 
hoats are employed off the Irish coasts 
to enforce the bye-laws made by the 
Inspectors of Irish Fisheries, with the 
view of preventing steam trawling off 
certain coasts ; and whether, considering the 
complaints made of damage done by steam 
trawling off the Irish coasts, the impunity 
with which the bye-laws made by the 
Inspectors of Irish Fisheries are ignored by 
the steam trawlers, and the difficulties of 
enforcing such bye-laws, even if several 
gunboats were at the disposal of the 
Inspectors of Irish Fisheries, the Govern- 
ment will consider the advisability of 
reverting to the policy embodied in the 
Bill introduced by the First Lord of the 
Treasury in 1889, prohibiting all steam 
trawling within three miles of the Lrish 
coasts (as the law off the Scottish 
coasts) and allowing the Inspectors of 
Irish Fisheries to permit steam trawling 
within the three-miles limit when they 
think such a course desirable. 


is 


THE VICK- PRESIDENT oF THE 
DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURE 
FoR IRELAND (Mr. Pitunketr, Dublin 
Co., $.): There are no gunboats em- 
ployed for the purpose mentioned. With 
regard to the suggestion in the second 
paragraph, prohibitory bye-laws have been 
made in the case of Irish waters to suit 
the circumstances of particular localities, 
and the area around Ireland closed to 
trawling was never so extensive as at 
present. This mode of fishing is pro- 
hibited, within the prescribed limit, on 
almost all parts of the coast where such 
fishing is possible, and it is not clear, 
therefore, that any benefit could arise from 
closing the Irish waters generally against 
trawling. 


Mr. POWER: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman use his influence with the 
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Admiralty to get a couple of gunboats to 
entorce the rules ? 


Mr. PLUNKETT: I am afraid I have 


no influence I can use. 


Captain DONELAN : Cannot steps be 
taken to put a stop to steam trawling 
on Sundays ? 


Mr. PLUNKETT: I[f the hon. Mem- 
ber will give notice of that question I will 
consider it. 


IRISH RAILWAY AMALGAMATION. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Agricultural Department for Ireland if 
his attention has been called to the 
renewed attempt to amalgamate railways 
in the south of Ireland ; and whether, in 
view of the important statutory functions 
which belong to his Department in rela- 
tion to the carriage and distribution of 
Irish produce, he will take steps to oppose 
any definite action being taken by Parlia- 
ment until such time as his Department is 
fully constituted and he has had an 
opportunity of ascertaining the opinions 
of the councils and boards which are 
to advise his Department upon such 
matters. 


Mr. PLUNKETT: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. The 
statutory functions referred to in the 
second paragraph would not warrant my 
taking any official action in the direction 
indicated. Any person wishing to delay 
the progress of the Amalgamation Bill on 
the ground that the councils and boards 
about to be constituted ought to be heard 
must take Parliamentary action in the 
usual way. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Is it not a 
fact that Committees of the House of 
Commons have twice reported adversely 
upon this scheme for monopolising more 
than half the railways of Ireland in the 
hands of one company, and that being so 
will the Vice-President use his influence 
with the Irish Government to delay the 
Bill now before Parliament before further 
expense is incurred ? 

Mr. PLUNKETT: I am afraid | 
cannot give any undertaking to put 
pressure upon the Irish Government, but 


2K 














943 Civil Service (Supple- 


I think the facts are as stated by the hon. 
Member. 


COWDENBEATH BURGH COMMIS- 
SIONERS’ ELECTION. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of Treasury whether he is aware 
that irregularities occurred in connection 
with the last election of burgh commis- 
sioners for Cowdenbeath, Fifeshire ; and, 
having regard to the fact that working- 
men candidates are not in a position to 
petition the Court, will he consider the 
advisability of introducing legislation such 
as will meet the difficulty. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is impossible 
to deal with such a matter as this by 
legislation. 


SECONDARY EDUCATION BILL. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury when the Secondary Educa- 
tion Bill will be introduced. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Bill will 


not be introduced at present. 


COMPANIES BILL. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): | beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he intends to take the Second 
Reading of the Companies Bill before the 
Easter vacation ; and, if so, whether he 
will undertake, having regard to the 
prominent place oecupied by the Bill in 
Her Majesty’s gracious Speech and the 
wide interest felt in it, that at least three 
days notice shall he given of the day 
when it will be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will en- 
deavour to give the notice which the 
right hon. Gentleman desires. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER: Will it be 


taken before Easter ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I hope so. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: May we 


assume that a week’s notice will be given ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid | 


that that would be impossible. [I am 
anxious to meet the views of hon. Gentle- 
men, but the Government must not tie 
its hands too closely. 
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Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. | 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE Dr- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-190] 
(VOTE ON ACCOUNT). 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £16,626,000, 
he granted to Her Majesty, on account, 
for or towards defraying the charges for 
the following Civil Services and Revenue 
Departments for the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1901, viz 


CiviL SERVICES. 
Class I. 


toyal Palaces and Marlborough 


House.. 20,000 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens 40,000 
Houses of Parliament Buildings ... 17,000 
Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, Great 

Britain.. 18,000 
Art and Science Buildings, Great 

Britain.. 12,000 
Diplomatic and Consular Buildings 12,000 
Revenue Buildings __.. ... 140,000 
Public Buildings, Great Britain... 135,000 
Surveys of the United Kingdom ..._—_ 80,000 
Harbours under the Board of Trade... 2,000 
Peterhead Harbour _... we 6,000 
Rates on Government Property ... 230,000 
Public Works and Buildings, freland 70,000 
Railways, Ireland or e we 70,000 


Class IT. 
United Kingdom and England : 


House of Lords, Oftices eis = 3,000 
House of Commons, Offices... 13.000 
Treasury and Subordinate Depart- 

ments ... See pis Be . 39,000 
Home Office sak wt en .. 50,000 
Foreign Office... an ee ««. 90,000 
( ‘olonial Office ... me .. 28,000 
Privy Council Office, ete. =e _ 5,000 
Board of Trade .. ie & ... 60,000 
Mercantile Marine Serv ices ... 30,000 
Bankruptcy Department of the Board 

of Trade : +o ee ie 3 
Board of Agric ulture ae = .. 78,000 
Charity Commission ie Pia ... 16,000 
Civil Service Commission poi .. 18,000 
Exchequer and Audit Department . .. =: 24,000 
Friendly Societies Registry ... . 2200 
Local Gov ernment Board... ... 80,000 
Lunacy Commission _... 2 re 5,00 
Mint (including Coinage) _... . 10 
National Debt Office ... bee 4 6,000 
Public Record Office .. oe .. ~—:11,000 
Public Works Loan Commission _... 10 
Registrar General's Office __... .. 17,000 
Stationery and Printing i ... 250,000 
Woods, Forests, e., Office of seb 8,000 
Works and Public Buildings, Office of 23,000 
Secret Service ... cea ee ..» 40,000 
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Scotland :— £ Class V. £ 
a —e pram ne — Diplomatic and Consular Services ... 220,000 

pe en ened a er se 2500 Uganda, Central and East Africa Pro- 
7 ee  eP aene ae tectorates and Uganda since dae 300,000 
Registrar General’s Office... as 2,000 Colonial Services 230.000 
Local Government Board 4,000 us, Grant in Aid . % 31.000 
Ireland :— Sobaidves to Telegraph c ‘ompanies ... 38,000 
Lord Lieutenant’s Household : 2,000 . 
Chief Secretary and Subordinate Class VI. 
Departments .. ne + 16,000 Superannuation and Retired Allow- 
Department of Agriculture x 65,000 ances 280,000 


Charitable Donations and Bequests 


Office ... 1,000 
Local ( ‘overnment Board 22,000 
Public Record Office 2,000 
‘Public Works Office 16,000 
Registrar-General’s Ufttice 7,000 
Valuation and B sjoundary Survey 6,000 

Class IIT. 

United Kingdom and England :— 

Law Charges .. 40,000 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses 27,000 
Supreme Court of Judicature 140,000 
Land Registry ... 14,000 
County Courts .. aoe 14,000 
Police, England and W: rales ae .. 22,000 
Prisons, England and the Colonies... 260,000 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools, 

Great Britain 140,000 
Broadmoor Criminal L unatic Asylum 18,000 

Scotland :— 

Law Charges and Courts of Law 30,000 

Register House, Edinburgh ... 15,000 

‘Crofters Commission ... 2,000 

Prisons, Scotland 35,000 
Ireland : 

iLaw Charges and Criminal Prosecu- 

tions... 35,000 
Supreme Court. of Judie ature, and 

o-her Legal Departments ... 45,000 
‘Land Commission oe 50,000 
County Court Officers, ete. : 46,000 
Dublin Metropolitan Police ... 40,000 
Royal Irish Constabulary 600,000 
Prisons, Ireland 45,000 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools. 55,500 
Dundrum Criminal Luratic Asylum — 3,500 

Class IV. 

United Kingdom and England :— 

Board of Education asc ..« 4,000,000 
British Museum 80,000 
National Gallery 9,000 
National Portrait Gallery 3,000 
Wallace Collection _... 4,000 
‘Scientific Investigation, ete., ‘United 

Kingdom 5,000 


Universities and Colleges, Great 


sritain, and Intermediate Educa- 
tion, Wales se si .. 38,000 
‘London University... ae ise 5 
Scotland :— 
Public Edneation es 630,000 
National Gallery si ase 1,400 
lreland :— 
Publie Education isa 600,000 
Endowed Schools C ommissioners 400 
National Gallery 1,400 
‘Queen’s Colleges 2,500 





Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions, 





ete. 3,000 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other 
Allowances joe 1,000 
Hospitals and C harities, Ireland 17,000 
Class VII. 
. Temporary Commissions 8,072 
, Miscellaneous Expenses 8,000 
Paris Exhibition, 1900.. ... 29,000 
Repayments to the Civil Contin- 
gencies Fund .. 
Total for Civil Servies ... £10, 086,000 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Customs ... ; 350,000 
Inland Rev enue ... 830,000 
Post Office .. 3,600,000 
Post Office Packet Servi ice . 210,000 
Post Office Telegraphs . 1,550,000 
Total for Revenue Departments £6,540, 000 


€ 16,626,000 





Grand Total 





Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
asked the Secretary to the Treasury if 
he could give the Committee some infor- 
mation as to what had heen done in 
connection with the office of Black Rod. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I have a few remarks to make on the 
same subject. There is a vacancy in the 
office of Third Clerk at the Table of the 
House of Lords, and has been for some 
time. A Committee of the House of 
Lords reported in favour of filling up 
such appointments from the permanent 
staff, and I should like to know the 
reason for the delay in filling this office. 
Is it due to any hesitation in adopt- 
ing the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee, or is it attributable to any 
desire on the part of the Minister respon- 
sible to reserve the post for one of his 
private secretaries ? 

THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
ton): I cannot say what may be in the 
mind of the noble Lord who has the 
appointment in his gift, but I will make 
2K 2 
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inquiry if the hon. Member wishes. As 
to the oftice of Black Rod, I am afraid I 
ean give the hon. Member no fresh in- 
formation. [ remember that I once tried 
to raise this question in Committee, but I 
was ruled out of order. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
K.): I wish on Vote 3 in Class [. to ask 
the First Commissioner of Works whether 
the Government cannot reconsider the 
decision which I believe has been 
arrived at to use the house — at 
present occupied by Sir Reginald Pal- 
grave to provide additional accommodation 
for Ministers and further convenience for 
the press. I hold it to be of great im- 
portance for the proper conduct of the 
business of the House that not only the 
Chief Clerk, but also the Second Clerk 
should have a residence on the premises. 
On this question [-should wish to say that 
I have had no communication with either 
the present Clerk or with the Assistant 
Clerk, who was obviously personally 
interested in the matter, and have no 
information as to their own views, 


but I have been in) communication ' 


with Sir Reginald Palgrave, who assures 
me that Mr. Speaker (now Lord) Peel 
was strongly of opinion that it was neces 
sary to have both clerks within reach at 
all times for consultation with either 
the Speaker or the Chairman of Com- 
mittees. I think it is a very serious 
thing to remove one of these officials 
from the House of Commons, and to 
have only one clerk resident on the 
premises. [| venture also to enter a 
protest against further accommodation 
heing provided for Her Majesty's 
Ministers. It must be obvious to many 
Members who watch the course of our 
debates that Ministers are too often 
absent when they should be present, and 
old Parliamentarians have told me that 
this evil has grown greatly in recent 
years. Ministers are far more pampered 
than they ought to be in the accommoda- 
tion assigned to them. [have been in some 
of the rooms, and I think the provision 
made for them is adequate. I hold, there- 
fore, it would be far wiser for the arrange- 
ment hitherto observed to be maintained, 
and for both the Clerk and the Assistant 
Clerk to reside on the premises. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovuGuas, Kent, 
St. Augustine): When I first heard that 
Sir Reginald Palgrave was about to resign 


Mr. Hanbury. 
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the office of Clerk of the House of 
Commons, I felt it my duty to warn the 
authorities who would have the filling up» 
of the place that a Committee which sat 
in 1894 to inquire into the accommodation 
set apart for Members of the House had 
unanimously recommended that this 
official residence should not be continued 
as such, but that the space contained in it 
should, in some form or another, be 
handed over for the use of Members 
of the House of Commons when 
the first vacancy in the office arose. 
The hon. Member holds that Ministers 
are unduly comfortably housed. I ven- 
ture to think he could not have been in 
many of the rooms, for [ am quite certain 
that if he had passed through the under- 
ground corridor leading out of which 
are to he found the rooms in which the 
majority of the members of the Govern- 
ment have to transact their business, he 
could not have held that they were 
suitably housed. He also says that, in 
former days, a larger number of members 
of the Government sat on these benches 
while debates were going on, and 
that on occasion nowadays — Minis- 
ters are apt to. be absent when 
they are wanted.. But I do not know 
that the taking of these rooms would in 
any way alter that state of affairs, for 
Ministers have a large number of official 
duties to get through in the course of the 
day, and their hours of labour have greatly 
varied in recent years. Members who 
have had a seat in this House longer than 
the last two Parliaments will remember 
that we used to meet at four o'clock for 
private business, and that debates very 
often did not begin until half-past five or 
six. The time at the disposal of Ministers 
now that the House sits an hour earlier 
is very much curtailed, while the duties 
devolving upon them individually have 
greatly increased, and the consequence is 
that much of their work has to be got 
through while the House is sitting. 
Further than that, it surely is to the con- 
venience of Members themselves that they 
should be able to transact their business 
with Ministers in the House of Commons, 
for it is quite impossible to do it in the 
library or smoking-room. If the hon. 
Member for East Northamptonshire had a 
little more knowledge as to where these 
rooms are —— 


Mr. CHANNING: L have seen most. 
of them.. 
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Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: As_ hon. 
Members know, the rooms are spread all 
vover the House of Commons, and it is 
almost impossible to find some of them 
unless one has an intimate knowledge of 
the building. I have one other argument 
ito put forward, and that is that it would 
he impossible to give the accommodation 
much desired for Members generally 
unless we can remove the Ministers into 
other quarters. If we cleared the terrace- 
front of the rooms now used by members 
of the Government we should be in a 
position to place better accommodation at 
the disposal of hon. Members, and, pro- 
hably, could do away with the causes for 
‘complaint as to the insufficiency of accom- 
modation in the smoking and tea-rooms. 
I venture to think we could not have 
taken any other course than we have done 
in acting upon the very able Report of the 
Committee of 1894, over which my right 
hon. friend the Member for West Leeds 
presided, and, accordingly, we propose to 
carry out their recommendations, and to 
utilise Sir Reginald Palgrave’s residence 
and the rooms behind the Chair in the 
way they suggest. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
I wish at the earliest possible moment to 
bring under the notice of the House of 
Commons what I consider to be the signal 
outrage which has been perpetrated on 
the Houses of Parliament by permitting 
the erection of the Oliver Cromwell 
Memorial. I say its erection is a con- 
tempt of both Houses of Parliament. In 
1895, when it was proposed to put up a 
statue to Oliver Cromwell,* the motion 
met with most determined opposition, 
not only on the part of Irish Members, 
but also from a large section of the Tory 
party, headed by the present First Lord 
of the Treasury, who then acted in his 
best Fourth Party manner. The proposal 
was withdrawn, and the late Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland thereupon got up and 
torgave the First Lord of the Treasury of 
that day in a most magnanimous manner. 
I should like to know what the First Lord is 
going to do to his colleague the First Com- 
missioner of Works, who bas been guilty of 
thehigh crime and misdemeanour of having 
sanctioned the erection of the memorial. 
Both the House of Commons and the 
House of Lords have condemned with 


* Refer to The Parliamentary Debates 
{Fourth Series], Vol. xxxiv., June 14th, 1895, 
ip. 1181; June 17th, 1895, p. 1341. 
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indignation the erection of a statue to 
Oliver Cromwell. I will not venture to 
attempt to portray the chief incidents in 
the career of the Lord Protector. We 
know he was a gentleman who would 
have swept away Church, Crown, and 
State without one moment’s hesitation. 
He would have dissolved the House ot 
Lords. He spoke contemptuously~of the 
bishops, and he was guilty of the most 
gross contempt to the House of Commons 
by designating its magnificent ornament 
as “that bauble.” He thus showed also 
that he was wanting in taste. Further 
than that, he assaulted the sacred person of 
the Sovereign, and he even saved His 
Majesty the trouble of carrying his head 
upon his shoulders. And yet a statue 
has been erected to this man within the 
precincts of the national legislative insti- 
tution. The English are the most amusing 
people in the world. They are uncon- 
sciously comic. They make a saint of a 
man who does most outrageous things. 
Cromwell was the enemy of Parliamentary 
institutions, he was the enemy of the 
House of Lords, and, above all, he was 
the enemy of the bishops. He destroyed 
the franchises of Parliament, and he would 
have disestablished the Church of England, 
on which we are told all our happiness 
depends. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Under what Vote 
is the hon. Member raising this question ! 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I thought I 
would be asked that most interesting and 
pertinent question, and I am, therefore, 
prepared with an answer. It is the Vote 
dealing with the Houses of Parliament 
buildings, Class I., page 1. I know, for 
I am not a fool, that we did not subscribe 
one penny towards this statue, but I also 
know that there must be expenses attend- 
ing the bringing it into the hands of 
Parliament, and it is also clear that, under 
this Vote, a certain sum is asked for for 
taking care of this and other statues. I 
for one object to voting a single penny 
even to whitewash Oliver Cromwell. | 
think I have disposed of that little inter- 
ruption. When it was made I was 
describing what Cromwell did in England. 
I was pointing out how he would have 
destroyed the English Church, how he 
murdered his sovereign, how he rounded 
on the House of Lords, how he spoke 
contemptuously of the bishops, and how 
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in which no respectable Anglican could 
sit. Are we, therefore, to honour him in 
Parliament ? Speaking from an English 
point of view, I say the statue is a dis- 
grace to and a defilement of the House of 
Commons, and we had better far have 
statues here of Henry VIII. and all his 
wives. Iam here as an Irish Member. We 
are here under an Act of Parliament, of 
which I will not speak disrespectfully, 
although we consider that the Act of 
Union is a fraud. In coming here to de- 
fend the rights of our country we should 
not be insulted by the eyesore of a man 
who murdered our people. The memory 
of the horrors of Cromwell’s rule and his 
conduct towards Ireland survives to the 
present day. The results of his conduct 
can be seen to-day in the terrible agrarian 
outrages committed in [reland, for he was 
a confiscator of Irish property. What 
Cromwell did elsewhere in Ireland may 
he very briefly described. He perpetrated 
most appalling massacres, and the story 
of his doings at Wexford, Wicklow, and 
Drogheda, where he put the whole popu- 
lation into a church and then sent his 
miscreants to murder and ravish them, 
and then set fire to them, is well known. 
There is no statute of limitations to 
murder. Cromwell was a murderer in 
Ireland, a confiscator of public property, 


a defiler of Irish institutions, and a sworn . 


enemy of the Irish people. As long as 
we are in this Parliament and this House 
of Commons—and we don’t want to be 
in it, for we want a Parliament of our 
own—we will take right good care 
that, although you may not love us, 
you shall respect us. On these grounds 
it will not conduce to our good temper to 
see within the precincts of this House this 
equestrian statue of an English hero. 
(Laughter.) I am mistaken in calling 
it an equestrian statue, but as a matter 
of principle I object to this statue, and I 
am most anxious to hear what the First 
Lord of the Treasury will say upon this. 
I hope he will be very careful what he 
says in support of this statue, because | 
have here the last speech he delivered 
upon this subject. I hope that in support 
of this statue he will not move in the 
direction of Imperialism. I think the 


right hon. Gentleman will acknowledge 

that it would not be right even to have 

an Orange flag in the House of Commons, 

and how can he justify a statue of Oliver 

Cromwell? How can we worship the 

memory of a man who rode roughshod 
Mr, Swift MacNeill. 
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over us ?—and as long as we are in this 
House we shall protest against this statue. 
Tt will come up and up, and, in sporting 
parlance, I will back my opinion hy 
moving the reduction of this Vote by 
£100. , 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Item Class I., Vote 3 (Houses 
of Parliament Buildings), be reduced. 
by £100."—(Mr. MacNeill.) 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): [ myselt 
have always regarded Oliver Cromwell 
as one of the greatest Englishmen whe: 
ever lived, and if I were an Englishman | 
doubt very much whether [ should sup- 
port the motion of my hon. friend. 
But even if [ were an Englishman I think 
I should be strongly disposed to take this 
view; that while as an Englishman I should 
certainly consider that a great wrong had 
been done to the memory of this great 
man for many years in this country- 
yet the last place where I should erect 
a statue would be within the precincts 
of that building which he did his best to 
destroy —- looking at the matter free 
from the violent, passions which his name 
arouses in the mind of every Irishman, 
looking at it from the point of view of 
an impartial observer of history, it seems 
to me to be a most inconsistent thing and 
most unsuitable that a statue of Olive 
Cromwell should, of all places in this 
Empire, be placed within the precincts of 
that House whose liberties he destroyed, 
and whose very existence he, for a time 
at any rate, brought to an end. One 
of the reasons why I rejoice at my hon 
friend the Member for South Donegal 
having availed himself of this opportunity 
to raise this question is that I recolleet 
very well in the year 1895 this question 
was brought up by the Liberal Govern- 
ment then in power, and a considerable 
number of the members of the Tory 
party, then in opposition, came to other 
members of the Irish party and myself 
asking us to stick to our guns and persist 
in our opposition to the erection of a 
statue to Oliver Cromwell. The House of 
Lords, remembering Cromwell’s opinion of 
them, have had the courage to place on 
record their opinion that no such outrage 
should have heen perpetrated as the 
erection of this statue within the pre 
cincts of this House. I desire to see how 
the Tory party stand to-day on_ this 
question. In 1895 the vast majority of 
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the Tory party were outraged by the 
suggestion, and now they will have an 
opportunity of backing that opinion by 
their vote. [Ministerial cries of “ Hear, 
hear!”] I am glad to hear that there are 
some Members courageous enough to 
stick to their opinion. I want to direct 
the attention of hon. Members to a very 
remarkable fact—-I might say to two 
remarkable facts-—in connection with this 
great Englishman, because he was, in my 
humble judgment, one of the greatest 
men you have ever produced in this 
country. If in Ireland we were going to 
erect a statue to a great Irishman we 
should have invited subscriptions from 
all parts of the world, as was the case 
when we erected a statue to Daniel 
O'Connell, when the pennies of the poor 
and the pounds of the wealthier classes 
were mingled together as a testimony of 
the nation’s gratitude. In this case the 
statue of Cromwell has been erected by 
an individual. No subscription was 
called for or allowed, and it has not the 
mark of a nation’s gratitude, and that, in 
my opinion, is an additional reason why 
it should not be planted there. It is a 


statue erected at the cost of an individual ' 


who blushes to allow his name to be 
known, and, as far as I can_ recol- 
lect, this is an anonymous. statue, and 
we do not know who has paid 
for its erection. The second remarkable 
circumstance which has struck me is this; 
I should have supposed that, when the 
country was celebrating last year or the 
year before the anniversary connected 
with Cromwell’s memory, naturally it 
occurred to me, and most properly, that a 
statue should be erected in the town of 
Huntingdon, and subscriptions should 
have been invited from all parts of the 
world. Ireland is a poor nation, but, 
when we wanted to erect a statue to 
Daniel O’Connell, in a very short time we 
got £15,000. A committee opened a 
subscription for the Cromwell statue in 
the district of Huntingdon, where Crom- 
well lived the greater part of his life, and 
they appealed not only to the people of 
this country but to Britons all over the 
world. What was the result? Why 
that about three months after I saw a 
statement in The Times suggesting that 
the operations of the committee had been 
closed, and announcing that they had 
received only five subscriptions—one of 
£25 from a lord, three subscriptions of 
£2 or £3, and four or five dollars from 
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the United States of America, and a reso- 
lution was passed to return all the 
money to the subscribers. I have no 
hesitation in saying that, much as | 
detest the memory of Oliver Cromwell 


_as an Irishman, I consider that failure 


disgraceful and deplorable, and to have 
to erect that statue by some anony- 
mous donor is a disgrace to your 
history. You do not know how 
to perpetuate the memory of a great 
man. Before you try to perpetrate this 
outrage upon a man you are ashamed of, 


you ought to first erect a statue by your . 


own subscriptions and thus prove that 
you reverence this man. We are told 
that the Anglo-Saxon feeling to com- 
memorate this great Englishman is over- 
whelmingly great, and yet the measure 
of your veneration for the memory of 
this great Protector is a five-dollar bill 
from America. We in Ireland are in the 
babit of testing this kind of thing by the 
amount of subscriptions coming from the 


-mass of the people, and if that be the 


right way to test your regard for the 
memory of the great Protector, what 
right have you or what decency is there 
in planting at the door of this House 
which certainly owes nothing to the Pro- 
tector—a statue for which you are 
ashamed to ask this Committee to vote 
a sum of money, and which you never 
asked this House to sanction? When the 
House was not prepared to bear the 
expense, and the nation was not prepared 
to subseribe the cost, what was the com- 
mon-sense of planting a statue of that 
man? [have heard many hard things 
said about Oliver Cromwell—even by 
English Conservatives ; but in reading the 
history of this country I see much to 
admire in him, for he was a great 
Radical who believed in ‘the people, and 
he was a great soldier; he had the 
greatest contempt for the House of Lords, 
and in all those sentiments I cordially 
agree with him. 


Mr. CARSON (Dublin University) : 
He was a murderer. 


Mr. DILLON: That is the opinion of 
an Irishman. I do not myself wish to 
use such strong language as that just used 
by the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Member for Dublin University. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): L utterly repudiate it. 
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Mr. DILLON : Even the Irish Unionist 
party are not united on this subject. If 
a statue to Cromwell had been raised in 
Huntingdon or any other part of England 
by the subscriptions of the English people, 
[ should not have raised my voice against 
it; but it is not decent to plant the statue 
of a man who rouses such violent 
animosity at the very door of this 
House. I need not enlarge on the 
feelings of Irishmen with regard to Crom- 
well, but I say, without fear of con- 
tradiction, that no more savage or ruthless 
conquest was ever carried out in modern 
times than that by Cromwell in Ireland. 
He spared not man, not woman, not 
child. He spared neither the unarmed 
nor the defenceless, but, animated by these 
powerful sentiments—passions, if vou like 

the result of very close study of the 
Old Testament, he imitated the spirit and 
the acts of some of the great characters 
described in it. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : You 
forget the massacre of the Irish Protes- 
tants, in 1641. 


Mr. DILLON: I| am not going to be 
drawn into a discussion on Irish history, 
because if I were we should have to suspend 
the Twelve o’clock Rule. The massacres of 
CromwellinIreland have been condemnedas 
brutal and outrageous by the united senti- 
ment of mankind. I do not think the 
greatest apologist and admirer of Crom- 
well has ever endeavoured to defend his 
conduct in Ireland. So awful and terrific 
were his proceedings that even to this 
day, as hon. Members know who have 
lived in Ireland, his name is used through- 
out the country to terrify children, and 
the “curse of Cromwell” is one of the 
most awful imprecations which one Irish- 
man can invoke against another. It is 
unseemly, indecent and uncalled for, 
except for the purposes of insult and 
arousing evil passions, that of all places 
the door of this House should he selected 


on which to plant a statue to Cromwell. ' 


[am glad my hon. friend has taken the 
earliest opportunity of putting this ques- 
tion to the test, as it will give us an 
opportunity of judging whether the 


House of Commons really thinks that the 
putting up of a statue to Cromwell, not 
paid for by the people of this country, but 
by some anonymous individual, within 
the precincts of Parliament is a fit and 
proper proceeding. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I am not 
myself particularly concerned to defend 
the attack made with great vigour by the 
hon. Member for South Donegal, because 
hon. Members will bear in mind that my 
share in this matter has been to preserve 
a continuity of policy. When I was 
called on to take over the Office of Works 
I found that an offer of a statue of 
Cromwell had been accepted by my pre- 
decessor from an anonymous donor on 
the understanding that a suitable site 
should be found for it in the immediate 
precincts of this House. I understood, 
and, in fact, satisfied myself, that on that 
undertaking an order was given to a 
sculptor, and that the work had been 
commenced, and I thought it would be 
hardly honourable on my _ part to 
upset that decision. It has never 
been the practice of the Department, 
when a statue is paid for by public 
or private subscription and not out of 
public funds, necessarily to consult Parlia- 
ment. The Government of the day has 
always in such cases offered a site, and | 
saw no reason why this practice should he 
departed from in this particular case. At 
all events, I certainly should not have 
thought that I was performing an honour- 
able or a fair part if I allowed the statue 
to be completed, and then decided to 
upset the decision of my predecessor. | 
do not propose to follow hon. Members 
en the question as to whether or not 
Cromwell should have a statue in the 
precincts of this House. The hon. Member 
for East Mayo has stated that Cromwell 
was one of the greatest Englishmen that 
ever lived. I myself have always been of 
that opinion, and therefore I would not 
have taken the part I did on a former 
oceasion in this House had I not thought 
it was undesirable to pay out of 
public funds for the statue of a man who 
had been dead and gone so long. I do 
not see how we can distinguish between a 
statue to Cromwell and a statue to 
Marlborough, or to any other famous 
Englishman. On the occasion to which | 
have referred I voted clearly on the 
ground that I objected to a statue being 
provided out of public money, though | 
approved of having a statue to a great 
Englishman. The whole question now 1s 
the question of site. The hon. Member 
for East Mayo complained that the 
Government found a site for the statue 
in the immediate precincts of this House. 
already stated, I found 
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when I came into office that the statue 
had been .authorised by my __ prede- 
cessor and that a site had been selected, 
and I agreed that I would 
upset the decision which had heen arrived 
at. There is one other charge made 
against me, and that is that I stole a march 
on the House, and that by the action I had 
taken I had prevented the subject being 
discussed in the House. [An Hon. MEM- 
BER: Hear, hear!}) An hon. Member 
behind me says “ Hear, hear,” but if he 
will kindly look at the questions addressed 
to me last vear and the year before he 
will tind that I answered them to the 
effect that a statue of Oliver Cromwell 
had heen offered to the nation by a 
private donor, that a site had been selected 
hy my predecessor, and that that site 
would be adhered to. The hon. Member 
for East Clare on two occasions, and the 
hon. Member for South Belfast on one 
occasion, asked, if that decision were to be 
adhered to, would there be an opportunity 


of discussing it in this House, and 
| replied that there would be an 


opportunity of discussing the matter on 
the Vote for my salary. That Vote was 
allowed to pass, although I took care it 
was put down when it could be discussed, 
and it was not included among the Votes 
closured under the Sessional Order at the 
end of the session. There was ample 
opportunity for discussing it on the Vote, 
and also on the Appropriation Bill, but 
hon. Members did not discuss it, and the 
only occasion on which it was raised was 
in the other House on October 27th,* 
when, I think, the proceedings of this 
House had actually closed, on the very last 
day of the session. Hon. Members who 
objected to the site for the statue had, I 
maintain, ample opportunities for dis- 
cussion on the Estimates last year and the 
year before. It was well known that 
the statue was going to be erected, and 
that the site had been selected was also 
known. No action was then taken, but 
the hon. Member for South Donegal now 
objects to the site originally selected by 
the donor in conjunction with my prede- 
cessor. I have nothing further to say 
except again to remind hon. Members that 
It 1s not the practice, when statues of 
public men not paid for out of public 
funds are accepted, to necessarily bring 
the matter before the House of Commons, 


_* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxvii., pase 749. 
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}and I should regret if the practice were 
| now adopted of one Government upsetting 
| the decision of the preceding Government, 
I am perfectly prepared to take my 
share of the responsibility with my 
predecessor in office. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE (Leeds, W.): My 
right hon. friend opposite has correctly 
stated the circumstances in regard to the 
origin of the proposal which led to the 
erection of the statue and the arrange- 
ments mace in connection with it. My hon. 
friends the Members for East Mayo and 
South Donegal said that the statue on its 
present site was a reproach to this House, 
and an insult to hon. Members for Ire- 
land. I should like to say one word on 
the subject of the statue itself, as I was 
First Commissioner of Works when the 
proposal was first brought before Parlia- 
ment. Before the House was asked to 
vote any money for the statue, it was 
announced by the Government that it was 
their intention to propose that that 
money should be granted, and I took 
occasion more than once to ascertain the 
general feeling with regard to this statue, 
for I felt that if there was to be a violent 
difference of opinion about it, it would 
not be fitting or proper that the House 
should be asked to consider the matter at 
all. Almost a year before the money was 
asked for questions were put in this 
House, and were answered by me, so that 
there should be no misapprehension about 
it, and that implicit notice should be 
given of what the intentions of the 
Government of the day were in the 


matter. Asa result of my efforts to find 
out the opinion of my hon. friends 
from Ireland, I  wnderstood, perhaps 


erroneously-—I do not want to make this 
a subject of contention but I was 
under the belief that the proposal 
would not excite any active opposition. 
[An Hon. MEMBER on the Irish 
henches: How did you arrive at 
that conclusion ?] I do not want 
to enter into that, but I was led to 


believe that my hon. friends from Ireland 
would take the same view as I myself did, 
that, without going into any question of 
what Oliver Cromwell was or what his 
character was, or his political actions 
were, he was at all events a great political 
personage. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I wonder at 
you. [Cries of “ Order, order!” 
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*Mr. GLADSTONE: I am quite ready | 
to accept the statements of my hon. | 


friends from Ireland that the proposal did | 
meet with their opposition in 1895, But | 


Cromwell had acted for some years, at 


any rate, as ruler of this country, and in | 


the interests of historical continuity in 


connection with statues in and about the | 


Houses of Parliament, I felt that the 
vacancy which existed should be filled 
and a statue of Oliver Cromwell should 
be erected. That was the spirit in which 


I approached the subject, and I believe | 


that was the spirit in which my right 
hon. friends and colleagues looked at 


it. I then asked the House to vote the | 


The House will 


money for the statue. 


remember that the Vote in Committee | 


of Supply was passed by a majority—a 
small majority of fifteen. Subsequently 
the Government, finding that the whole 
grace of the proposal had been impaired 


by the expression of opinion made upon | 


it by the minority, resolved not to pro- 
ceed with the Vote, and the Vote was 
accordingly withdrawn. My hon. friend 
the Member for East Mayo, I think 
rather erroneously, takes the view 
that the late Government were wrong 
in accepting this gift from a_ private 
donor. I do not take that view at all. 
There was nothing disrespectful to the 
House in doing so, because by a majority 
of fifteen it had passed a Vote of £500, 
as a first instalment of the expense of the 
statue. The private donor having made 
this offer to me as First Commissioner, 
and having consulted my colleagues, we 
felt it our duty, on behalf of the country, 
to accept the offer. I then proceeded to 
consider the question of the site, together 
with the sculptor and my colleagues, and 
we decided to place the statue where it 
is, partly because we felt that it ought to 
be placed somewhere in the precincts of 
Westminster, for the reasons I have 
already stated, where are all the historical 
monuments in and about the Houses of 
Parliament; and also because the 
sculptor himself thought it excellently 
suited for the work which he had in 
hand. That having been done, and | 


that decision having been taken on our | 
authority and responsibility, the Govern- | 


ment shortly afterwards left office, and 


my right hon. friend came in and found | 


that the site had already been decided 


upon. I think that my right hon. friend | 
acted according to all precedents in taking | 


over these accomplished facts, and in 
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carrying into effect the workalready begun. 
I desire to express my thanks to my 
right hon. friend for the frank way he 
has acted in this matter, and I wish, on 
my own behalf and on that of my col- 
leagues also, to take the full responsibility 
for “the whole of our share in these pro- 
ceedings. 


Mr. CARSON : I think itis a slight to 
this House to have a statue erected to 
Oliver Cromwell under any conditions 
within the precincts of this House. At the 
same time, I should be sorry to raise this 
question on my own personal feeling ; 
but the important point raised on this 
Vote is, whether the First Commissioner of 
Works on this or that side of the House has 
a right to give away the most important 
site almost within the precincts of the 
House, when he is aware that the greater 
portion of the Members of this House 
object to that site being so given. I say 
that is a setting at defiance of the wishes 
of a large section of the Members of this 
House, and that it is not a worthy way of 
presenting a site for a statue to the memory 
of, if you like, even a great English- 
man. The matter was brought before 
this House, and the right hon. Gentleman 
was only able, with all his powers of 
persuasion, and the power of his party 
behind him, to carry the Vote by a 
majority of fifteen. The right hon. 


Gentleman this evening, by his own con- 


fession, stated that having only carried 
the Vote by a majority of _ fifteen 
he thought that that showed that the 
House did not wish the statue to be 
erected, and that therefore the Govern- 
ment withdrew the proposal. I want to 
know what has happened since to autho- 
rise any Commissioner of Public Works 
to sanction the erection of a statue on 
that site, the more especially as the 
House of Lords had by a majority refused 
to sanction the site. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I would 
point out that that was after the session 
of the House of Commons was over. 


Mr. CARSON: I do not know 
whether the statue was erected at the 
time, though I am under a different im- 
pression from my right hon. friend as far 
as dates are concerned. What I want to 
know is, what does the right hon. 
Gentleman rely upon to justify his granting 
He may sneer 
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at the House of Lords, but the Govern- 
ment thought so little of the House of 
Lords that they did not think it necessary 
to bring down Members to vote on that 
occasion. Therefore [ put it that, so far 
as the House of Lords is concerned, they 
were opposed to the erection of the 
statue on its present site. [An Hon. 
MemBER: Would the hon. Gentleman 
say how many Members of the House of 
Lords were present on that occasion ?] 
My hon. friend would like me to state 
how many Members of the House of 
Lords were present on that occasion, but 
| do not think that is the question 
at all. It was well known that the 
subject was coming on for debate, and 
nobody could be procured to come down 
and vote. At all events, I do not want 
to make more of that matter, or to try 
and set up the House of Lords as a dictator 
to the right hon. Gentleman ; but I main- 
tain that, so far as any Parliamentary 
action has gone, it has been hostile to the 
erection of this statue, and with that 
knowledge the right hon. Gentleman 
ought to have taken the sense of this 
House before proceeding with the erection 
of the statue. 


*Mr. BIRRELL (Fifeshire, W.): My 
right hon. and learned friend who has just 
sut down seems to imagine that the First 
Commissioner of Works has committed an 
act of trespass by permitting this statue 
to he erected on a piece of ground which 
he thinks belongs in some peculiar way to 
the House of Commons. Now, after all, 
the First Commissioner of Works repre- 
sents the whole of the country, and parti- 


cularly the citizens of this great town. So | 


far as I can ascertain, this statue, so far 
from being one of those hideous erections 
which already disgrace too many of our 
streets, is liked very much by everyone 
who has seen it. [Hon. MEMBERS : No !] 
Well, that is a question of taste, and 
| think that it commends itself more 
to the people of this country than 
the statue, for example, of King Charles 
Il. The discussion this afternoon has 
reduced this House to the level of a small 
hoys’ debating society. I am at a loss to 
understand what grievance any Member 
of this House has that Oliver Cromwell 
should have a_ statue, even near the 
House of Commons. After all, I think 


it is a very useful memento mori 
to this House, because if  Parlia- 
ment chooses to exist for an intoler- 
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able number of years, as did the Parlia- 
ment which Cromwell wisely dispersed, 
it shows there are rights behind hon. 
Members and above the Constitution ; 
and that it is quite possible even for: 
the House of Commons so to disgust the 
intelligence of the country as to lead to its 
own decease. But I do not, as a Parlia- 
mentarian, derive any ill-feeling from the 
erection of a statue to Cromwell, even in 
the Parliamentary precincts. Though 
Cromwell did put an end to one Parlia- 
ment, no sooner had he seated himself in 
the saddle and became a Sovereign of this 
country than he found it necessary to 
have Parliaments of his own. He sum- 
moned a House of Commons, with which 
he did not get on at all well; and after 
dismissing that House he summoned 
another. Indeed, he was never able to 
get rid of the deep-rooted feeling existing 
among the people in favour of representa- 
tive institutions. Disliking popular insti- 
tutions, despising the House of Commons, 


Cromwell nevertheless was — obliged 
throughout the whole of his _ political 


existence to call them one after 
another into existence. After his 
death the people of the country 


with one accord reverted to the 
institutions which he had, at all 
events, partially destroyed. So far from 
trembling in alarm when I pass under the 
statue of that great man, I recall with 
feelings of satisfaction that, great as 
Cromwell was, he was not great enough 
todestroy free institutionsin England. The 
statue is a reminder to us of the great- 
ness of our position. Why hon. Gentlemen 
from Ireland should object to this site | 
cannot conceive. They said it was an 
insult to the House, but are hon. Mem- 
bers really so fond of the House? They 
seem to forget that they were not 
Members of the House Cromwell so. 
rudely dispersed. Hon. Gentlemen looked 
back to the time when they had a House 
of their own, and they looked forward 
to the time when again they should have 
a House of their own; and when that 
time comes it may not be altogether out 
of place for them to have a few statues 
there to remind them of the troublous 
timesthey have passedthrough. I think that 
the Commissioner of Works has done a good 
thing for the country in allowing this 
statue to Cromwell, which is a very fine 
one, to be erected. If it has any fault it 
is that it reduces the frock-coated gentle- 
men in the square with great Parliamen- 
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tary names to their proper level. I congra- 


tulate both Commissioners of Works upon | 
having been able, without any expense to | 
the country, to make the metropolis a_ 
little more attractive than it had hitherto | 


been. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : The question 
which the Committee has to consider is 
not the merits of any person, past or 
present, though Oliver Cromwell un- 
doubtedly was one of the most remark- 
able figures in history; but whether 
proper respect has been paid to the House 
in erecting within the precincts of the 
House the statue of a man who turned 
it out of its own Chamber. It seems 
outrageous that such a thing could be 
conceived, but to have erected a statue 
without consulting the House of Commons 
is more astonishing still. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: The Government 

in which [ held oftice as Commissioner 
of Works did consult the House of 
Commons. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: And what 
was the result ? A few days afterwards 
that Government went out. Who was 
this anonymous benefactor who conceived 
the brilliant idea of erecting a statue to 
the man who, having abolished the House 
of Lords, was obliged to restore it at the 
end of his career, and who was the person 
who conceived the idea of such a site ? 
The site was a very bad one in which to 
put such a statue as that, besides which 
there are sites all over London. There is 
Berkeley Square; nobody would have 
complained if the site of the statue had 
heen in Berkeley Square. What we 
object to is that this particular place, the 
most improper of all places in the City 
of London in which to erect such a statue, 
should have heen chosen. Though, as I 
have said, Cromwell was one of the most 
remarkable figures in history, why a 
statue for him alone of all the great 
men of that day? Why not a statue 
of the Earl of Strafford? Who is the 
anonymous henefactor who will offer us 
a statue of the Earl of Strafford 4 There 
is a Viceroy of India who perhaps might 
very fitly make that offer, for his motto 
also is “Thorough.” There is in the 
outer lobby of this House one of the 
finest busts that ever left the chisel of 
the sculptor. I admit that the First 
‘Commissioner of Works has done every- 


Mr. Birrell. 
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| thing he could to spoil it—he has put 
it in one of the worst possible places and 
has given it the worst possible pedestal, 
but he has not succeeded in doing what 
it was impossible to do, destroy the 
beauty of the bust. But having the bust 
inside, why do you want a statue out- 
side? The First Commissioner of Works 
says he knew there was some feeling 
against it, but he was entitled to assume 
that that feeling was not very strong he- 
cause on the Estimates last year no one 
attacked his salary in order to raise the 
question and show there was any 
hostility to the ,scheme. The oppor- 
tunity has come again, and in conse- 
quence of the challeage thrown out by 
the right hon. Gentleman it is necessary 
that this reduction should be moved. | 
cannot coneéive what the First Com- 
missioner of Works could have been 
thinking of to have sanctioned this, or 
what the Government could have been 
thinking about to have allowed him to. 
There is, of course, said to be between 
political parties a movement of continuity. 
I do not know’ whether’ in_ this 
case there is any question of making 
friends with the mammon of unrighteous- 
ness, but I do think it was most unfortu- 
nate that the First Commissioner of 
Works should have persisted in acting in 
this matter when he knew there was a 
very strong opposition. And under these 
circumstances, regretting as I do that 
such a statue as this should have heen 
placed on this site, | must vote for the 
reduction. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) : I should not have addressed this 
Committee unless I had felt with rather 
unusual intensity that it is a serious dis- 
credit to the country not to have a statue 
in any of our great public places of one 
of the greatest rulers our Empire ever 
had, and in expressing this opinion T am 
expressing the opinion of a great propor- 
tion of the English people, and certainly 
of the manufacturing districts of the 
north where Iam a representative. ‘There 
are two portions of the community in 
Great Britain and Ireland who disapprove 
of the statue. The first are the represen- 
tatives of Ireland. I hope [rish Members 
will believe it when some of us on this 
side of the House say we regret, as they 
have regretted, the history of England in 
its dealings with Ireland from the time ot 


Oliver Cromwell to the present day. At 
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the same time, we do not think they 
altogether understand the reasons why 
Cromwell perpetrated the alleged atroci- 
ties against civilisation while he was in 
Ireland. 


Mr. DILLON : We understand it per- 
fectly well. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN : In the despatches 
he used to send soon after every one of 
his battles to Speaker Lenthal in the 
House of Commons, we have fortunately 
his own account of the reasons why he 
perpetrated the massacres of Drogheda and 
Wexford. I do not say those reasons 
entirely justify his action, but they show 
that he was not acting under the brutal 
impulse of military anger or of religious 
higotry. In the letter which he wrote 
after the fall of Wexford, he describes 
the garrison as “answering with their 
lives” for the cruelties which had been 
practised on Protestants. I do not say 
thatis a justification for the action of Oliver 
Cromwell {A NATIONALIST MEMBER : 
Then why do you quote it?|—but 
it shows that he believed that the Irish- 
men Whom he put to the sword had been 
themselves guilty of brutal and uncivi- 
lised outrages. [ want to say a word 
about the objections to the statue of 
Oliver Cromwell from a British point of 
view, passing by the prejudice to the 
statue being erected in one place rather 
than another. The important thing for 
us to consider is the reason for which we 
erect. statues to our great men. It is 
wtimately that we believe in their great- 
We cannot discuss whether we 
agree with their opinions, or approve 
of their character. What we have 
to go by is their greatness. We had two 
years ago a great instance of noble con- 
sideration on the part of political oppo- 
nents of the last great statesman who left 
this House. On that occasion the poli- 
tical opponents of Mr. Gladstone did 
everything they possibly could to honour 
him when he passed away. That is the 
tradition of England; the rule England 
makes. Why should Oliver Cromwell be 
treated as an exception? [An IRISH 
MempBer : Because he is a murderer.| Is 
it because some hon. Gentlemen still 
object to the one deed for which he is, 
indeed, peculiar—that owing to him a 
monarch’s head fell? I do not think hon. 


Ness. 


Gentlemen really feel that is a sufficient 
consideration. 
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which Cromwell carried through was-— 
apart from the bloody -war—-as far as 
political retribution or punishment of 
opponents was concerned, certainly the 
most bloodless revolution through which 
any country has ever passed. At this 
particular time I should like to ask the 
House not to vote against the position 
which the statue has been given, because 
I think the country feels that it may be 
a good thing to recognise a man who, 
whatever his faults, was the strongest and 


the most decisive ruler we have ever 
had. I am sure there are many 
gentlemen in this House who do not 


altogether approve of all the deeds of 
Oliver Cromwell who would not be sorry 
if he were on the floor of this House to- 
day, and could lend some of his decisive- 
to ow administration, and more 
strength to our War Office in this great 
crisis. There are some of us who look 
upon Cromwell’s character as one of the 
strongest and finest characters in history. 
A large part of our people look upon him 
as our greatest ruler, and on his methods 
of action and ideas as the most truly 
English. I hope, therefore, that the House 
will not vote against the statue. 


hess 


THE FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
K.): I intervene in this debate because 
my name has been dragged in by a 
number of speakers, and because various 
appeals have heen made on both sides to 
some utterances of mine made three or: 
four years ago. I have not had an 
opportunity of referring to those utter- 
ances, but, as they have been described 
by various gentlemen as eloquent and 
convincing, [ am certain that those hon.. 
Gentlemen are of opinion that they are 
inconsistent with what I am now about to, 
say. I always notice that when a former 
speech of anyone is praised by his 
opponents it is in order to draw a con- 
trast unfavourable to the speech which he 
has just delivered or is about to deliver.. 
But if I had had the wish to refer to my. 
former speech I doubt whether I should 
have had the opportunity, for, unless my 
eyes deceive me, there are scattered about 
the House so many copies of the volume of. 
Hansard in which that speech occurs pro- 
bably that the stock in the library must be 
exhausted. As Ido not remember very 
accurately what I said, I must trust to 
my natural consistency to keep me out of 
serious trouble on the present. occasion. . 
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I feel pretty sure that, on the previous 
-occasion to which I have referred, I must 
have said something about the historic 
character and the claims of Cromwell to 
recognition by Englishmen, Scotchmen, 
and Irishmen ; and [am the last person 
to deny that he was a very great English- 
man, and a man whom—-whether we be 
Englishmen, Scotchmen, or Irishmen—we 
‘should have no objection to | seeing 
honoured by some permanent memorial 
But I do not agree either with the violent 
.attacks on him which have been made by 
hon. Gentlemen from Ireland or with the 
laudations, which I conceive to be ex- 
travagantly worded, 'expressed by the hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down and 
others who have spoken in this debate. 
I helieve that Cromwell was neither the 
fiend represented by one set of critics nor 
the man of supereminent greatness repre- 
sented by others. His reputation has, as 
we all know, gone through strange vicis- 
situdes. Cursed after his death by 
the violence of party faction, — his 
cashes scattered to the winds, his name 


scarcely to be mentioned in respectable - 


society as of one possessing any virtues 
at all, he has now for more than a genera- 
tion largely through the labours of Mr. 
Carlyle—-been raised on a pedestal which, 
in my opinion at all events, is too high. 
Thomas Carlyle is largely responsible for 
what I cannot help regarding as some- 
thing in the nature of an historic legend. 
Nobody would for a moment deny that 
Cromwell was a great soldier. But 
remember he never was brought into 
conflict with any of the really great com- 
manders of his time. He never had to 
fight Condé or Turenne ; and those whom 
he had to fight, though of eminent 
bravery and average capacity, have not 
left in military history any great name. 
Then Cromwell is sometimes described to 
us as the one heaven-born Foreign Minis- 
ter whom England possessed during the 
whole of the seventeenth century. I think 
that that view of his character is altogether 
heside the truth. Iam no great admirer 
of the kings of the House of Stuart, but 
from the very nature of their position 
it was absolutely impossible for them to 
have what is called a “ vigorous foreign 
policy.” They were in constant conflict 
with their Parliament. [An Hon. MEm- 
BER : So was Cromwell.] They never had 
.at their command what Cromwell had—a 
standing army. If they had had at their 
eeommand that standing army, able to do 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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for them what Cromwell’s did for him 
make them superior to all laws and abso- 
lute masters of the resources of the 
country, whether the people were desirous 
of supporting their policy or not—then, 
though I do not contend for a moment 
that Charles I. or Charles IT. was equal 
to Cromwell in capacity, they would 
certainly have had a foreign policy differ- 
ent from that which circumstances 
obliged them to pursue. And when we 
hear of the vigour of Cromwell’s foreign 
policy, let me remind the House that he 
exercised that policy at a most opportune 
moment in the history of Europe for his 
purposes. Cromwell came between the 
strong rule of Richelieu on the one side 
and of Louis XIV. on the other; and we 
should have heard very little, probably, 
of the story of the Pope hearing the sound 
of his cannon at the Vatican if his period 
of power had coincided with the height of 
power enjoyed by Louis XIV. — Let me 
say, further, with regard to that foreign 
policy that, as far as we can judge after 
the event, he took the wrong side. While 
the coming danger to Europe was from 
the French, he supported the French 
against the dying monarchy of Spain. I, 
at all events, cannot join in the some- 
what extravagant eulogies passed upon 
his foreign policy. What are we to 
say about his domestic policy! | 
believe Cromwell was a sincere lover of 
men, that hewas sincerely desirousof seeing 
constitutional Government carried on in 
this country, and that he was no enemy 
of Parliamentary institutions. I entirely 
agree with what fell from the hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for West Fife, that 
Cromwell would have been anxious to 
govern according to constitutional means 
had it been possible for him to do so. It 
was not possible for him to do so. By 
his ill-fortune rather than his bad manage- 
ment he found himself governor of 
England against the will of the country 
and the people. One hon. Member de- 
scribed Oliver Cromwell as “a good 
democrat.” He may have been a good 
democrat 


Mr. DILLON: A good Radical. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Very well. 
I do not know whether it is a part of the 
duty of “a good Radical” to govern in 
defiance of the opinion of the community 
you are governing. It very likely 


‘is. At all events, that was the position 
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in which Cromwell found _ himself 
though all the years of his reign; and 
every attempt which he made—and they 
were perfectly genuine and __ honest 
attempts—to substitute some form of 
constitutional government for the military 
despotism which was, in fact, the frame- 
work of English Government at the time 
was thwarted by the House of Commons. 
Are we to describe in these terms of 
eulogy a man who, so far as I know, has 
left behind him not one single permanent 
trace of creative ability, and not one 
single mark upon our constitutional 
history? (“Oh,oh!”) Well, I am not 
aware of any, except perhaps that preju- 
dice against standing armies which had 
been burnt into the English mind for 
generation after generation, and which 
was one of the greatest difficulties that 
successive English Governments had to 
contend with in carrying out a great 
constitutional policy at the end of the 
seventeenth and the beginning of the 
eighteenth centuries. It appears to me 
that while it would be folly to deny to 
Cromwell the epithet of “ great,” he was, 
on the whole, through no fault of his 
own, a somewhat ineffectual and certainly 
a most pathetic figure in our history. 
But, Sir, holding those views —and we are 
gill at liberty to form our own estimate of 
historic characters —is there anything in 
what has been said which should induce 
this House to take down the statue from 
the place where it is, and either destroy 
it or erect it elsewhere ? Sir, I say there 
is nothing. I deeply regret to hear the 
appeal to history made from the Irish 
benches, because it indicates—if I may be 
forgiven for saying so—one of the rooted 
weaknesses of the Irish character. They 
never will forgive an injury ; though it is 
an injury 200 or 300 years old, it seems to 
them as fresh as if committed yesterday. 
Surely we can afford in this world of 
chance and change to forget and forgive. 
[AN IRtsH NATIONALIST MEMBER: But 
you carry out Cromwell's policy to-day. | 
It is my good fortune to live near the 
battlefield of Dunbar, where Cromwell 
defeated my countrymen, gaining one of 
the greatest victories ever won by 
Englishmen over Scotsmen. Does any 
Scotsman on that account think he has a 
blood feud with Cromwell which no time 
can work out? Surely that is neither a 
generous nor a wise point of view. When 
communities are bound to live together, 
when peoples are placed under cireum- 
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stances where a common life is absolutely 
necessary, surely it is not only Christian 
charity but the height of wisdom to forget 
those old injuries, those ancient far-off 
wrongs, which are being perpetually 
brought before the mind by memories of 
that kind—embittering differences, and 
perpetuating racial hostilities. I have 
been accused of inconsistency because I 
resisted public money being given to erect 
a statue to Cromwell in the year 1895, 
while assenting now to someone else giving 
a statue out of his private means to be 
erected in the precincts of the House. I 
believe there is not one shilling of 
public money expended on the statue, 
and I confess I do think it would he 
carrying these ancient political feuds 
very much too far if we were to forbid 
private generosity to erect a statue to a 
great Englishman. ‘There is hardly any 
action for which the Restoration Govern- 
ment has been more bitterly and perhaps 
more justly attacked than that of dese- 
crating Cromwell’s grave, taking up his 
ashes, and scattering them to the winds. 
[AN Irish NATIONALIST MEMBER: 
What about the Mahdi?| They did 
that deed under the bitter memories of 
wrongs scareely healed over, and of 
wounds which were still green and fresh. 
Are we to do something parallel 250 
years after Cromwell passed away? Are 
we to be so mindful of any error he may 
have committed that even now we cannot 
tolerate within fifty yards of this House 
the statue of a man who was supreme 
Governor of this country for many years, 
aman who showed great ability, and a 
man to whom, however we place him in 
the hierarchy of English worthies, no one 
denies the title of “a great man ” ! 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) : We have heard a speech from 
the First Lord of the Treasury which I 
think is one of the most remarkable ex- 
amples of the facility and dexterity with 
which political leaders can explain 
away entire differences of attitude 
according to whether they are on 
this or the other side of the House. 
What is the Parliamentary situation with 
regard to this question? This House by 
a majority of fifteen sanctioned the 
erection of a statue to Cromwell.* The 


* The figures were 152 to 137 (Division List 
No. 123, 14th June, 1895). On the 17th June, 
1895, the figures were 220 to 83 (Division List 
No. 130). 
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Government of the day regarded the , 
result of the division as evidencing so 
strong a feeling against a statue that they 
immediately afterwards withdrew the 
vote. In the minority against the pro- 
posal every single Member other than the 
Irish Members was a Member of the 
Unionist party. In fact, the vote was 
approved by cnly thirteen Conservative 
and Unionist Members. That was the 
situation in the last Parliament. What 
is the Parliamentary situation now ! The 
party which then was in a minority is 
now in a majority, and the first thing 
that majority does is to sanction a 
thing which when it was a minority it 
refused to sanction. I cannot see 
the consistency of that position, A dis- 
tinction is made hy the First Lord of the 
Treasury and the First Commissioner of 
Works because the money for this 
statue has come from a private source. I 
absolutely fail to see the distinction. The 
statue is erected in the precincts of this 
House ; whether it is hy public or private 
money does not affect that fact in the 
least. The statue is erected in the precincts 
of this House, as the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Dublin University 
pointed out, against the expressed will of 
hoth Houses of Parliament. Is it toler- 
able that a portion of the ground within 
the preeincts of this House should be 
given away by the servant and agent of 
this House against the expressed will and 
vote and desire of Parliament! That is 
the real question —and not whether the 
money has been given by private indi- 
viduals or has come out of public 
funds. Does anyone in his senses mean 
to say that if a private individual went to 
the Commissioner of Works and said——‘‘] 
will give so much money for the erection 
of a statue to Strafford” (to take the 
name mentioned hy the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn), the Commissioner of Works 
would be entitled to put up a statue to 
Strafford at that private individual's 
expense without the express sanction of 
Parliament? No, nobody would lay 
down any such proposition. | Now, with 
regard to the historical question. The 
First Lord of the Treasury has entirely 
misunderstood the Irish point of view 
concerning Cromwell. He says that the 
battle of Dunbar was fought near his 
residence, and that though his countrymen 
were beaten there Scotsmen feel no ran- 
cour or vindictiveness towards Cromwell 
or his memory. Does the right hon. | 


Mr T. P. O Connor. 
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Gentleman suppose that the reason 
Cromwell is hated in Ireland, with a 
hatred as fresh to-day as a couple of 
hundred years ago, is that Cromwell beat 
the Irish in battle? That is not the 
reason at all. It is not the victory of 
Cromwell in the open field that is resented, 
it is the cold-blooded massacres after the 
battle was over which have stained and 
for ever will stain his name. The hon. 
Member for the Elland division has stated 
thecase against the statue very accurately. 
He says, “I support the statue because 
Cromwell was so thoroughly English.” | 
tell my hon. friend that one of the reasons 
his country excites so much animosity 
amongst the people of Ireland to-day is 
that Cromwell represents to them the 
distorted image of all Englishmen. What 
did Cromwell do? — It was not only that 
he massacred. The hon. Member for 
South Belfast said in an interruption that 
Protestant Christians had been massacred 
in 1641. Whether or not there were a 
large number of Christians massacred in 
1641 is one of the vexed questions of 
Irish history upon which many different 
opinions have been pronounced, and 
many historians, including, ii I remember 
rightly, that eminent historian the junior 
Member for Dublin University, are of 
opinion that the number of men 
massacred has been grossly exaggerated.. 
Supposing it were true that the massacre 
of Protestants in 1641 was as great and 
terrible as has been made out, the battle 
was in the open field with a general at 
the head of civilised troops. Surely this 
is no justification for the massacre in cold 
blood, not merely of men, but of women 
and children, on the ground that Crom- 
well was avenging the blood of his fellow 
Protestants. A more monstrous or un- 


‘ christian doctrine I never heard. I remem- 


ber one of the very first occasions in my 
Parliamentary experience, when I had the 
pleasure of going into the same lobby with 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Bodmin, to vote against the erection 
of a statue of Prince Napoleon in West- 
minster Abbey, and the objection raised 
was that by erecting a statue to the 
young prince we would be supposed to 
be giving our countenance and approval 
to the policy and dynasty of which the 
prince was the representative. The right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury finds fault with us for our 
vindictiveness. There is one thing that 
Irishmen can never forgive, even if a 
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thousand years intervened, and _ that 
is the cold-blooded massacre of women 
and children. What happened? With 
regard to the events at Drogheda, we have 
not to rely only upon the accounts of 
Irish historians, but we have the authority 
of at least one eminent Englishman, Mr. 
Wood, brother of the well-known historian 
of Oxford, with regard to the events of 
that ‘massacre. When the people had 
heen massacred, the seldiers beaten, and 
the town taken, Cromwell and _ his 
soldiers entered. They went into the 
church, and they massacred every woman 
they met there. It is described how he 
tried to save one unfortunate young lady, 
but before he was able to take her to a 
place of refuge one of Cromwell's soldiers 
ran her through with the sword. The 
story is so terrible that it is almost 
difficult to believe it, for some of the 
soldiers are described as taking up babies 
inarms and using them as shields, the 
labies being killed by the Irish soldiers 
whom they were attacking. Is there any 
analogy between an open battle and a 
manly victory and a manly defeat in the 
field of Dunbar, and such _ terrible 
incidents as I have described 4 The right 
hon. Gentleman talks of the freshness of 
our memory. [ remember going to the 
town of Wexford some time ago, and 
there there is a square to this day where 
the people point out in the town the very 
spot where the women and_ children 
were massacred by the soldiers of 
Cromwell. And now we = are asked 
what right we Irish Members have to 
object to this statue. We are still 
Members of this Parliament, and after 
any changes that may occur in our legis- 
lative relations, undoubtedly this Parlia- 
ment still remains the Imperial Parlia- 
ment, and must to that extent be repre- 
sentative of the people of Ireland so far 
as Imperial affairs are concerned ; there- 
fore our interest in this Parliament 
remains. But there is something besides 
the House of Commons, important as that 
may be. There are other countries who 
send representatives to the House, and 
though they might not regard the erec- 
tion of this statue as affecting the dignity 
of this Parliament, we Irish Members 
have the people of our own country and 
their sentiments and feelings to consider, 
and this Parliament has a right to con- 
sider them. By putting up in almost the 
most public and finest site in this building 
the statue of a man whose name is a 
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source of dread and horror to Irishmen’ 
this Parliament is sending a message of 
hatred and contempt to the people of Ire- 
land. For these reasons I think we are 
perfectly within our right in opposing 
this Vote. So far as the English career 
of Cromwell is concerned I have little to 
say. I am inclined to agree with the 
First Lord of the Treasury that Crom- 
well’s virtues have been unduly magnified, 
and if I were a Conservative or an English- 
man I should be inclined to look 
upon Cromwell's English career with dis- 
favour. If we were speaking of a statue 
of John Hampden or Pym, no admirer 
of representative institutions would oppose 
a statue, because Hampden was true to 
the great principle of Parliamentary 
freedom to the hour of his death. Was 
Cromwell true? No, he was not, for he 
did acts of despotism far in excess of 
those which brought Louis XVI. to the 
scaffold. I know no irony in history 
more tragic than that a statue should be 
erected to the man who brought Charles I. 
to the scaffold for interfering with the 
liberties of Parliament when Cromwell 
himself interfered with the liberties cf 
Parliament far more than Charles [. ever 
did. It is true that Cromwell took part 
in the great struggle upon which the 
foundations of our liberty were built and 
preserved, At the same time it must be 
said that he arrested a great deal of the 
peaceful development of the institutions 
of this country, and in my opinion no 
Conservative Government can fairly ask 
this House to approve of this statue. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I desire to say a few words on this 
subject principally because when the Vote 
for erecting this statue was before Parlia- 
ment a few years ago [ had something to 
do with the opposition raised against it. 
The right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
of the Treasury, in the very interesting 
speech which he delivered a few moments 
ago, gave the Irish Members something 
in the nature of a lecture. He said that 
he thought it was a great pity that in 
Ireland we could not learn to forget like 
the Scotch people had learned to forget, 
for they bore no ill-will against the 
memory of Cromwell for the grievances 
which he inflicted upon Seotchmen many 
years ago. I have no doubt that the 


Irish people arequite as ready to forget and 
forgive as the Scotch people ; but the Irish 
people will not learn to forget—and they 
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never should learn to forget--the wrongs . 


inflicted upon them years ago, as long as 
a vestige of those wrongs still remain, and 
I say that in Ireland, in considering the 
history of Cromwell in our country, we 
cannot forget the fact that though 
Cromwell has long since passed away, 
there still remains much in the govern- 
ment of Ireland which was instituted by 
him. Injustices still remain to be 
remedied, and until those injustices are 
remedied the Irish people will neither 
forget nor forgive the conduct of Crom- 
well and the injustice which he inflicted 
upon our country. It is not only the 
Irish national historians and _ politicians 
who hold these views with regard to 
Cromwell, for I might quote exten- 
sively if I desired from the writings of 
the hon. Gentlemen the Member for 
the University of Dublin, who is 
recognised to be one of the greatest 
living historians at the present time, and 
he has fully justified and borne out the 
estimate of Cromwell's character which is 
held by the majority of the Irish people. 
Although Cromwell has long since passed 
away, we find in Ireland to-day a great 
deal that is to be complained of in the 
relations between landlord and tenant for 
which Cromwell is to be blamed, for the 
origin of these relations is to be found in 
the settlements which he set up in Ire- 
land. I can tell the First Lord of the 
Treasury and the other members of this 
Committee that whoever else in Ireland 
may forget Oliver Cromwell's conduct, 
the people in the portion of Ireland that 
I come from never will forget him as long 
as they live, or as long as they are able 
to read in history the conduct of Crom- 
well in the county of Wexford. The hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool has referred to the 
massacres perpetrated by Cromwell in 
Wexford and Drogheda. I come from 
Wexford, and as long as I can remember 
it has been a common tradition of the 
people of all classes there that they look 
with horror upon the infamies perpetrated 
upon the defenceless people of the county 


1 come from by Cromwell. In the, 


whole history of the world there is 
nothing more infamous, cowardly, or more 
contemptible than the conduct of Crom- 
well in Wexford and Drogheda. Cromwell 
not only slaughtered the people who had 
surrendered, he not only broke every 
undertaking that he gave to give quarter 
to. the men who could resist him no 


Mr. William Redmond. 
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longer ; but it is on record and beyond 
question that when he entered the town 
of Wexford he slaughtered the women 
and the children, and in one spot in the 
Bull Ring of Wexford, around a large 
cross erected there, 300 women and _ chil- 
dren were put to the sword, and the 
streets ran red with their blood ; and yet 
the First Lord of the Treasury blames the 
Irish people because these things are not 
forgotten by them. How could we forget 
such atrocities? Even at this moment 
the bitterest ill wish that can be uttered 
by one person against another in the 
county of Wexford is to say, “ The curse 
of Cromwell be on you!” The curse of 
Cromwell is remembered in the county of 
Wexford and in Ireland generally, and as 
far as I am concerned I take this oppor- 
tunity, as I have taken previous oppor- 
tunities, to protest against what I will 
call a monstrous insult put upon the 
Irish people by confronting them when 
they come into this House with a statue 
of Oliver Cromwell. I was not in the 
House when the right hon. Gentleman 
the First Commissioner of Works spoke. 
I do not know whether he was asked, 
or whether it would be in order to 
ask, whether any public money whatever 
was spent in the erection of this statue. 
[Mr. AKERS DouGLas; No.] Then that 
is one satisfaction we have, and I would 
remind the Committee that but for the 
action of Irish Members some time ago 
£3,000 of public money would have been 
spent upon this statue. I think it is a 


‘very good thing from every point of view 
¢ S fo] ‘ 


that no public money was voted by Parlia- 
ment, for an uglier statue or a greater 
blot upon the general symmetry of Parlia- 
mentary buildings could not be conceived 
than that statue of Oliver Cromwell. 
The hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool spoke of Cromwell’s 
conduct in England, but that is no part 
of my business to deal with. In England 
Cromwell started his career as a champion 
of liberty, and he wound up by being, 
from my point of view, a far greater 
dictator than ever Charles [. attempted 
to be, for he strangled the liberties of the 
people of this country. From whatever 
point of view Englishmen look at this 
question they are entitled to object to 
this statue. I ask hon. Gentlemen op- 
posite, who are so devoted to the throne 
and constitution, and whose loyalty is 
unquestionable, if they think it is a 
proper thing, at the end of the nineteenth 
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century, to put upa statue to a common 
regicide, to a man who murdered his 
king in cold blood. 


the members of the Conservative 


party desire to do, all I can say is) 


that I am extremely sorry for them. 
From an Irish point of view we have 
every right to object to this, for Crom- 


well’s memory is hateful to’ us. He was | 


a persecutor and a man who, in the name 
of Christianity and with the word of God 
upon his lips, attempted to stifle the 
national religion of the Irish people. 
Cromwell said that he would give reli- 
gious freedom in Ireland and toleration 
for every sect, but nobody could go to 


mass in Ireland, and that was his idea of | 


toleration. You could practise your 
religion as long as it coincided with the 
idea of the Roundheads, but Cromwell 
persecuted the Irish people. I desire to 
enter my protest against the erection of 
a public monument on the best site 
within the precincts of this House to a 
man who, even from an English point of 
view, was a murderer and a regicide. 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrin- 
cham): | do not think this subject should 
he raised as a purely Irish question. I 
think that the logical conclusion of the 
debate should be that the salary of my 
right hon. friend the Commissioner of 
Works should be reduced by £200, for 
the whole question before the House is 
the question of the site which has been 
selected for the statue. Is the site a 
wise one and a good one? Cromwell 
flouted Parliament, and so my right hon. 
friend the First Commissioner of Works 
places his statue within the precincts of 
Parliament ; Cromwell coerced his judges, 
and so his statue is placed upon the site 
of the old law courts ; Cromwell perpetu- 
ally insulted the tenets of the English 
Church, and so his statue is placed in 
front of the cathedral church ; Cromwell 
killed his king, and so the First Commis- 
sioner has had his statue erected almost in 
the very street in which Charles I. was 
executed. I cannot see the wisdom or 
the tact of my right hon. friend when he 
committed such a gross indecency upon the 
public as the erection of the statue in its 


present position. Then comes the question | 


of the Parliamentary permission for 
erecting the statue. The permission was 
hot given, because the Vote was withdrawn 
‘ol a previous occasion. I think my 
right hon. friend should have shown that 
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If that is what | 
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_it was the intention of Her Majesty’s 


Government to bring the matter before 
the House so that we could have said 
where the statue was to be erected. I 
am not one of those people who would 
have refused the erection of the statue to 
Cromwell, but the position, in my judg- 
ment, is not a proper one. As to saying 
that no money has been spent upon the 
statue, that is beyond the point altogether. 
One of the finest sites in this capital has 
been given to the statue of Oliver Crom- 
well. I hope my right hon. friend will 
not take it to heart very much, but I 
shall vote, on the principle of the thing, 
that the Oliver Cromwell statue ought 
not to have been placed in its present 
position. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
This is a very interesting discussion, for 
it carries me back to the days of my 
youth, when [attended debating societies. 
[t is a blessed thing that the country is 
in such a peaceful condition that this 
House can now devote itself to these 
abstract questions. As a matter of fact, 
[I agree with the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury. Cromwell has been probably too 
much abused and too much praised, but 
that is not the reason [ rose. I rose 
because I am a great stickler for the rules 
and regulations of this House, and I can- 
not understand how this discussion can be 
brought into order. The Vote is for 
money that is to be spent next year, and 
vet there is not the slightest doubt that 
not one farthing is going to be expended 
upon this statue. As the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House has 
stated, all that can be expended is the 
trifling sum needed to polish or wash the 
statue, which will probably not be more 
than £2 or £3. After this I want to 
know what my rights are. [am brimming 
full of essays on the different monarchs 
of this country to whom - statues 
have been erected within the _ pre- 
cincts of this House, and I wish 
to know whether I have the right, 
because their faces will be washed 
during the next year, to discuss their 
characters. If you, Mr. Lowther, recog- 
nise this view we shall have a Scotch 
gentleman protesting against this expen- 
diture on the statue of William III., and 
some other hon. Member protesting 
against James II., because this king took 
a great pleasure when he was in Scotland 
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in putting people's legs into boots and 
torturing them. Ido not suppose for a 
moment that Iam right in this contention, 
and I do not understand how it can be 
raised upon the present occasion. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: If the hon. Mem- 
ber is asking me a question, my answer is 
because part of the precincts of the 
Houses of Parliament have been appro- 
priated to a particular object which certain 
hon. Members of this House object to, 
Therefore they have a right to raise this 
discussion. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I would respect- 
fully point out that similar sites have been 
appropriated in Westminster Hall. I was 
always under the impression that you 
have to show that there was some money 
spent when you moved the reduction of a 
particular Estimate, because you cannot 
move it on the general plea of a reduction 


{COMMONS} 








I wish to know if you can positively move 
a reduction when the money is riot going 
to be spent for that purpose. If that is 


so, where is the money in this Vote?’ 


In Supplementary Estimates the rule 
is most clear. Under this ruling | 
think I am entitled to deliver a series of 
essays upon the divers monarchs who 
have statues in this House. I might 
choose Lord Granville or anybody else, or 
go into the question of those frescoes and 
everybody in them, but I really do not 
understand how this discussion is possible, 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The 
which the hon. Member refers have been 
there some time, but this is the first 
opportunity which the House has had to 
consider this question, and it seems to me 
to be a fitting opportunity. 

Question put. 


The Committee divided : 
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statues to. 


Ayes, 53: 





of the Minister's salary which is not down. 


Abraham, William (Cork. N. E. 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Balearres, Lord 

Banbury, Frederick George 
sarry, EK. (Cork, 8.) 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex ) 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Dillon, John 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Aird, Jolin 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Asquith, Rt Hon Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, 1. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
3ailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt Hn A. J. (Manelrr 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry.SirFrancis T. (Windsor) 
Seach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


Mr. 


Labouchere . 





Noes, 221. 
AYES. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Halsey, Themas Frederick 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hogan, James Francis 
Howard, Joseph 
Jefireys, Arthur Frederick 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


NOES. 
Burns, John 
Burt, ‘Thomas 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell. James 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hn. J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r. ) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 


Corbett,A.Cameron (Glasgow) | 


(Division List No. 36.) 


Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.1 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
(Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, James(Wicklow,W 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond,JohnE (Waterford) 
edmond, William (Clare) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wim. E. Murray 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Courtney, Kt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A, Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord,SirWilliam Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Owen Morgan 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T..George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
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Fenwick, Charles 


Furgusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 


‘Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, Williain Hayes 
Flannery, Sir. Fortescue 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 

: oster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn A.G.H.(CityofLond 
Giles, Charles ‘Tyrrell 


‘Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJn. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Goldsworthy, Major General 


‘Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 


Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gurdon,Sir William Brampton 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Ch. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howell, William ‘Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James Hy. Cecil 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jessel, Captain H. Merton 


-Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William (Carnarv’nsh’re 
Kennaway, Rt Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 


.Labouchere, Henry 


Laurie, Lieut.-Geneial 
Lawrenee,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 


.Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 


Lawson,Sir Wiltrid(Cumb’la d 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Original motion again proposed. 
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) Leng, Sir John 
Furguson, R.C. Munro (Leith) | 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt Hn Walter(Liverpool) 


| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, James 

Maddison, Fred. 

M utin, Richard Biddulph 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W. (Yorks) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemere, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Celonel Victor 
Monckten, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. lasper(Shropshire ) 
Morrell, Geerge Herbert 
Morton, A. HB. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, Edw.-J. C. (Devonport 
Mount, William George 
Murray, RtHnA. Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northuimb.) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Piekersgill, Edward Hare 
Platt-Higgins, Fre:terick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Price, Robert John 

Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis. Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Raseh, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir Matthew W. 
titechie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Treasury, but 
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Robson, William Snowdon 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, James 

tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrw) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Stanley, Edw.Jas. (Somerset) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Ox. Univ.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 

Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunt’n 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. J. Lloyd 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell( Notts. 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
W illoughby de Eresby, Lord 
W illox, Sir John Archibald 
W ilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John ((rovan) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


as Leader of the House. 





panes ; The hon. Gentleman must criticise some 
“Mr. MCKENNA: The question I act done by the right hon. Gentleman as 
desire to raise is germane to the salary of F Sieh Vion of the Treasury. 
the First Lord of the Treasur 'y- -namely, 
the appointment of the Committee to. *Mr. MCKENNA: The right hon. 
inquire into the Royal Patriotie Fund. | Gentleman would not be Leader of the 
Some attempt has been made to raise this | House unless he were a Minister, that is, 
question in the House by means of ques- | First Lord of the Treasury. 
tions, but that is a very unsatisfactory... : . 
method of procedure, and we have not “THE CHAIRMAN : The Leader of this 
been able to get from the First Lord of ao = orgs ie sates sone 
, . bs eae oO he Lreasury. » 18 ho par e 
the Treasury ‘the explanation we desire. icsdttees’ ol thie Sibac. Lad’ an Os 
*THe CHAIRMAN: The action of the Treasury to appoint a Committee such as 
right hon. Gentleman in appointing that | that to which the hon. Member wishes 
Committee was not as First Lord of the | to draw attention. 
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*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): Per- 
haps I ought to apologise to the Com- 
mittee for again bringing forward 
the question of lead poisoning in 
the Potteries. I bring it forward 
on the present occasion — because 
I am convinced of the importance of the 
case, not only because of the prosecution 
of two firms which occurred during the 
present week, but also because the 
individual circumstances which those 
prosecutions disclosed are yet another 
illustration of the dangers of the ex- 
isting system of arbitration. The Com- 
mittee will be interested to know 
that two very considerable firms were 
prosecuted on Tuesday and Wednesday 
last. I think the Committee will agree 
that the names of these firms are house- 
hold words when I mention that they are 
Messrs. Doulton and Messrs. Minton. I 
wish to bring the attention of the Com- 
mittee back with me to 1898. It will be 
remembered that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Home Secretary — issued 
special rules for the control by the 
Government of the pottery industry. 
The Committee will also remember that 
public attention had been directed to this 
matter, and that it was with the full con- 
sent and assent of public opinion that the 
right hon, Gentleman issued those rules. 
A small minority of the firms engaged 
in the pottery industry appealed against 
the rule, and took the Home Office to 
arbitration. It is one of the  pecu- 
liarities of arbitration that there can 
exist side by side at the same mo- 
ment two sets of employers engaged in 
the same process of manufacture, subject 
to the same foreign competition and the 
same difficulties of the labour market, and 
yet controlled by totally different rules. 
That is one of the anomalies of the system. 
Distinguished among the majority who 
did not appeal against these special rules 
were the firms of Messrs. Doulton 
and Messrs. Minton. Therefore, | 
maintain that neither of — these 
firms should have reaped any of the 
henefits of the relaxations made by the 
arbitration undertaken by firms which 
objected. Messrs. Doulton did not incur 
any of the expense attaching to arbitra- 
tion and none of the odium necessarily 
attaching to a firm which stands out. 
What were the facts? One of the most 
important of these special rules is that 
firms should supply and maintain suitable 
and sufficient lavatory accommodation. 
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I do not apologise for laying stress on 
this matter, because hon. Gentlemen are 
well aware that where lead, which is 
deadly poison, is concerned it is of 
the utmost importance that adequate 
washing arrangements should be provided 
and maintained. This is not a question 
of a technical offence of which we hear so 
much. This rule was brought into opera- 
tion in 1893, when my right hon. friend 
the member for East Fife was at the 
Home Office, but it was found that it was: 
so easy to evade the law that it was 
necessary in 1898 to define what was 
meant by “suitable and sufficient wash- 
ing accommodation.” When arbitration 
took place this particular clause in the 
special rules was arbitrated upon and one 
set of special rules contained one defini- 
tion and another set another definition. 
Messrs. Doulton agreed to the original 
rules issued in May, 1898, but more 
than eighteen months after these rules 
had been accepted, instead of having 
suitable and sufficient washing accom- 
modation for the workers there was found 
a trough with four loose basins and a 
water pipe and six towels to be used by 
thirty-five persons in the lower works. 
No available = accommodation — was 
provided for fourteen — workers — in 
the upper works, and when they did 
not use the vessels ordinarily used 
in the course of manufacturing — pro- 
cesses, they had to join the thirty-five 
other workers, making forty-nine using 
four basins. Having found that con- 
dition of affairs, the inspector very 
naturally and properly issued legal pro- 
ceedings. I think I will carry the Com- 
mittee with me when [| say that the 
greater the reputation of the firm the 
greater the offence against this law, but 
the magistrate, in spite of these facts, 
which were absolutely proved, refused to 
convict. The more stringent set of rules 
had heen accepted by the tirm eighteen 
months before, but the magistrate 
said he would proceed under the 
less stringent rules which had no 
application to this particular firm, and 
were not legally binding on it. The 
inspectors are powerless to proceed under 
the less stringent rules, and if the 
magistrate declines to convict on the 
more stringent rules the result would he 
that the firm would be uncontrolled. But 
I understand this magistrate has dis- 
tinguished himself before, because in the 
case of Messrs. Brough and Jones he 
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refused to convict under the rules of | 
1893. He said they were too vague. 
But these rules are not vague; they 
are laid down in black and white, and not 
only did he refuse to convict, but he 
poured the vials of his scorn on the 
Home Office. In his opinion the action 
of the Home Office in proceeding against 
the firm which had not complied with 
the law was persecution, not prosecution. 
Was there ever such a state of things 
heard of ? I hope we will have some 
assurance that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Home Secretary will represent these 
facts to the Lord Chancellor, not only on 
the ground of the insolent language used 
hy the magistrate, but also because of his 
ignorant interpretation of the — law. 
There is one other point connected with 
this case to which I wish to refer. The 
manager stated that the inspector for the 
district had approved of the lavatory 
accommodation provided. I am aware 
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that such statements are often made, 
frequently without justification. It is 
very often the business of the de- 


fence to set the judgment of one in- 
spector against that of another. But 
this was not a question of judgment 
but of fact, and I hope we shall 
have an assurance from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Home Secretary that no 
such approval was given by the inspector 
for the district. I now come to the case 
of Messrs. Minton, a firm which everyone 
will admit is in the van leading the trade 
towards progress and reform. When | 
had the honour of first discussing this sub- 
ject [ handed round a plate glazed without 
lead by Messrs. Minton. They were the 
pioneers of that industry. It was a very 
regrettable prosecution, but it was a 
proper prosecution, because the firm were 
accused of failure to supply overalls to 
women engaged in colour dusting, an | 
occupation which is laid down by the 
special rules as dangerous. Some of | 
the women had been proved to have | 
heen suffering from lead poisoning, 
and the certifying surgeon for the district 
testified to the case of Mary Anne Rhodes, 
whose name appeared in the company’s 
register. There was no question about the 
failure of the firm to supply overalls. It was 
admitted by Mr. Leeson, one of the most | 
intelligent and important gentlemen con- | 
nected with the trade, who said he had | 
never looked upon colour dusting as an | 
injurious or dangerous occupation. But | 
Mr. Leeson had accepted the special rules 
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which laid down that colour dusting was 
dangerous, and what is more, when arbi- 
tration took place Mr. Leeson, although he 
Was not a party to it, would very properly 


and naturally follow the proceedings. 
In the course of the arbitration Mr. 
Sutton, on behalf of the Home 
Office, stated that it was admitted 
that colour dusting was a dangerous 


occupation within the rules, and his state- 
ment was not objected to, which was con- 
clusive evidence that it was regarded as 
a dangerous process in the trade. Mr. 
Leeson went on to say that although the 
penalty was nothing, such a well-known 
firm objected to the disgrace of being 
prosecuted on such a trumpery charge. 
Of course the more trumpery the charge 
the less the disgrace, but this was far 
from being a trumpery charge. If such 
well-known firms as I have mentioned are 
found at this late hour contravening these 
special rules in such elementary and 
important particulars, what can be 
expected of the smaller and the more 
struggling firms? I think it is quite 
clear that something is required in the 
administration of the law. Now, I wish 
to come from the question of administra- 
tion to the law itself. I take the case of 
Eliza Bickerton, on whose body an inquest 
was held on February 5th. Everyone 
agreed that she died of lead poisoning. 
Dr. Legge, of the Home Office, wrote to 
the coroner to that effect, and there was 
no question about it. The coroner’s jury 
added a rider to their verdict that credit 
was due to the firm for the way in which 
the regulations ordered by the special 
rules were carried out. If the firm who 


had employed this unhappy woman is 


complimented by a_ coroner's jury 
under such circumstances, it shows 
that something is still to be  de- 


sired in the existing special rules. | 
regret to have to bring these questions 
before the House of Commons. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary is, | 
daresay, wearied and tired of these constant 
reiterations; but as long as such cases 
continue to be presented to the public, so 


| long will I deem it my duty to bring them 


before the House of Commons. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WuiTE RIDLEY, Lancashire, Blackpool) : I 
am not in a position to speak with great 
freedom as to the facts attending the cases 
alluded to by the hon. Member. I under- 
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stand him to say that there ought 
to be a change in the law, both as 
regards the special rules enacted in 
the case of dangerous trades and 
as regards the system of arbitration. 
T hope to have the pleasure of introdue- 
ing very shortly a Bill to amend the 
Factory Laws, which will deal specially and 
specifically with the special rules, and in 
particular with the question of arbitration. 
With regard to the prosecution against 
Messrs. Doulton for contravening the 
special rules, I understood the — hon. 
Member to say that the firms which had 
accepted the more stringent and better 
rules had escaped because having agreed 
in the first instance to the more severe 
rules, they subsequently came under the 
less severe rules in consequence — of 
arbitration. 


*Mr. TENNANT: The firms had 
accepted the more stringent rules, but 
the magistrate elected to proceed on the 
less stringent rules, which had no applica- 
tion in point of law. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: That is a 
question affecting the decision of the 
magistrate, and I certainly cannot he 
supposed to approve of his action, and I] 
am inclined to resent very strongly such 
language as he used towards my Depart- 
ment. With reference to the alleged 
approval of the inspector of the district 
of the lavatory arrangements in these 
particular works, I am not at present free 
to speak, as I have called for a special 
report on the whole of the case, as well 
as the case affecting Messrs. Minton. | 
need hardly say that any assistance I can 
get in support of the action of our 
inspectors in enforcing the — special 
rules will be very welcome from 
any part of the United Kingdom, 
especially from Lreland, where it is found 
very difficult to enforce the factory laws. 
With reference tothe case of lead-poisoning 
reported on by Dr. Legge, to which the 
hon. Gentleman referred, and in which 
the coroner’s jury complimented the firm 
upon the excellence of their arrangements, 
I will look into it. If I understand his 
point aright, it is that the special rules 
were inadequate in the particular case as 
regards lead-poisoning. I regret I am 
unable to speak more freely about the 
prosecutions to which my attention has 
heen called from both sides of the ques- 
tion—-on the one hand by those who 


argue that the prosecutions were unfair, ; 


Sir M. It hite Ridley. 
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or, at least, unwise, and on the other by 
those who complain that the law should 
be broken and. not adequately enforced. 
On the general question the hon. Gentle- 
man will see that the Bill which I hope to 
be able to introduce shortly will ade- 
quately meet it. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): My hon. 
friend, as the Committee will agree, was 
very well justified in bringing forward 
these cases. It is only by focussing 
public opinion in such cases that we can 
create the feeling of public sentiment 
which as everyone concerned in the 
administration of these laws knows is 
necessary for their vigilant enforcement. 
I do not attempt to canvass the decision 
which appears to have been come to by 
the magistrate in the case of Messrs. 
Doulton. I hope it is bad law, but. cer- 
tainly such a decision ought not to be 
possible. If it be good law, then the law 
ought to be changed. The case is very 
significant from one or two points of view. 
In the first place, it shows it may he 
possible to have side by side in the same 
district two entirely different codes of law 
applying to persons engaged in the same 
occupation, That certainly ought not to 
be tolerated. [am very gratified by the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
that the time is come—I hope it will be 
this session—when this anomaly will be 
put an end to, and when it will be im 
possible to have these industrial Alsatias 
where employers can do pretty well what 
they like. I welcome that announcement. 
There is another aspect of this case which 
struck me, and to which the right hon. 
Gentleman has not referred. Assuming 
for a moment that the magistrate 
was right in holding that this firm 
came under, not the more stringent, 
but the less stringent code of 
rules, is it possible that, under the latter 
rules, such a state of affairs as was dis- 
closed in the case does not constitute an 
offence ! These rules require an employer 
to provide adequate lavatory accommoda- 
tion, and it seems to me that, when forty- 
nine workers have to use four basins be- 
tween them, the rules are contravened. 
One other administrative point. It was 
alleged on behalf of the firm that they 
had received a kind of dispensation, or 
at any rate a condonation, as regards their 
failure to observe the rules. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: [| stated 


that I could not prejudge that matter. 
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Mr. ASQUITH: I am not going to 
prejudge it, but it is a matter which 
ought to be inquired into, and I am very 
glad to hear that the right hon. Gentle- 
man proposes to investigate it further. 
In conclusion I hope we shall not have 
any long delay before the Bill which the 
right hon. Gentleman has promised is 
introduced. I had hoped to see it last 
year, but it did not appear, but I hope it 
will appear this session, and that it will 
he vigorously prosecuted so that such a 
scandalous state of things as was dis- 
closed in the cases mentioned by my hon, 
friend will be impossible. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): As 
one who has spoken on lead poisoning on 
the Home Office Vote on several occasions, 
[ wish to thank the right hon. Gentleman 
the Home Secretary for his promise to 
introduce a Bill, which I trust will be 
based on the lines of stiffening the special 
rules, making them absolutely uniform, 
and precluding the possibility of arbitra- 
tion altogether. From the first [ did not 
believe in arbitration in connection with 
the factory laws. It frequently penalises 
the best firms, and lets the worst firms 
escape. That is a condition of things 
which the House of Commons ought not 
to encourage in any way. I hear, there- 


fore, with satisfaction that a new Bill 
is to be introduced, but I did 
not hear from the Home Secretary 


that it was to be based on the theory that 
arbitration was to be abolished altogether. 
If the right hon. Gentleman would inform 
us that arbitration is to he abolished alto- 
gether, I can assure him that he would 
considerably improve the news he has 
already given the Committee. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: 1 have 
already stated that one of the subjects of 
the Bill is to find a substitute for the 
present method of arbitration. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The right hon. 
Gentleman will forgive me if I interpret 
his statement as implying the possibility 
of analternativesystem. If I could construe 
his remarks as indicating that arbitration 
is to be abolished altogether, I would re- 
ceive that news with special pleasure. In 
connection with the cases mentioned by 
the hon. Member for Berwickshire, | 
really do think that the inspector 
from the district where Messrs. Doulton’s 
works are situated has shown consider- 


able laxity in the discharge of his duties. | 
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I believe that prevention is better than 


cure. He ought to have prevented a 
state of affairs by which forty-nine 


persons were obliged to use four basins, 
and he does not appear to have done his 
duty. Factory inspectors get into a 
groovy mood, and a visit from the chief 
inspector cannot often shake them out of 
it. I would suggest a better remedy 
namely, that where cases such as have been 
mentioned to-night are found out there 
should be a turn over of the inspectors, 
and that the particular inspector con- 
cerned should he either severely repri- 
manded or changed to another district 
where less delicate duties would be required 
of him. Asa rule we have no reason to 
complain of our Civil Servants in general, 
or our factory inspectors in particular, 
but where we have such firms as Messrs. 
Doulton and Messrs. Minton — being 
allowed to transgress the ordinary rules 
of factorvadministration some such plan as 
I have suggested is required. I hope the 
Bill which is to be introduced will abolish 
arbitration, and | trust that the factory 
inspectors will he kept up to their work 
in districts where dangerous trades exist. 
May I again suggest to the right hon. 
Gentleman that he should draw up a 
small synopsis of the Factory Acts, 
especially in relation to dangerous trades, 
and that it should be distributed among 
the magistrates who deal with these cases, 
in order to prevent other magistrates clis- 
playing the lamentable ignorance  dis- 
plaved by the magistrate referred to to- 
night, and whom | heard with pleasure 
the right hon. Gentleman so sternly 
rebuke. 


Sm = =FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
(Yorkshire, Shipley) : I should be sorry if 
this discussion closed without a word of 
support from this side of the House 
with reference to the remarks of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Home Secre- 
tary. [ am almost in complete agreement 
with the hon. Member for Battersea. 
We now know by experience that the 
Home Office rules for the protection of 
workers have been emasculated and 
rendered of no effect by the operation of 
the arbitration system. That system 
was established at a time when the Home 
Office had comparatively little experience 
of the operations in factories. Its ex- 
perience is greater now, and his perma- 
nent officials are able to advise the right 
hon. Gentleman in a way in which his 
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predecessors could not have been ad- 
vised, and accordingly the necessity for 
arbitration has very greatly decreased. 
The experience of the Home Office 
officials is now sufficient to enable the 
Home Secretary to deal with all questions 
which may arise, and I submit that the 
time has arrived when arbitration might 
be abolished. I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will accept my assurance that 
if he can see his way to abolish arbitra- 
tion he will find a large measure of sup- 
port on this side of the House. 


Sm JOHN BRUNNER: I do not 
think it can be suggested that the rules of 
the Home Office are more irksome on 
manufacturers engaged in dangerous 
trades than on manufacturers engaged in 
trades which are not dangerous. I, 
therefore, do not see any necessity for 
arbitration. Arbitration is only required 
where there is a chance that a factory 
inspector may put a manufacturer to 
great expense and trouble. If arbitra- 
tion is not required in other trades which 
from time to time are involved’ in 
great and very proper expense, there is no 
reason Whatever for maintaining its prin- 
ciple in connection with dangerous trades. 
My business is under more than one 
factory inspector. We always regard 
them as friends, and I should be very sorry 
indeed if any arbitration system came 
between them and us. 


*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): I wish to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman a question with reference to a 
case which was tried at Falmouth on 
Monday, in which four seamen, who were 
serving on a vessel called “The Golden 
Gates,” were charged with refusing to do 
their duty. In their defence the men stated 
that they left Middlesbrough on December 
25th, and had very heavy weather down 
Channel. The cargo shifted and the men 
contended that the ship was not in a sea- 
worthy condition. Two of the men were 
sentenced totwo months imprisonment and 
another to fourteen days unless they 
returned to the vessel, and they preferred 
to go to gaol rather than risk their lives in 
a ten months voyage. I should like to ask 
whether the right hon. Gentleman will see 
his way to inquire into the facts of the case. 
No officer of the Board of Trade appears to 
have been present at the trial and under 
the circumstances two months imprison- 
ment appears a very severe sentence, and 
I should be very pleased if the right hon. 


Sir Fortescue Flannery. 
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Gentleman could see his way to reduce it, 


*SmrR M. WHITE RIDLEY: I can 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that if 
the matter is brought before me I will 
remedy any injustice that may have heen 
committed if it is in my power. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 
I desire to ask an agg of opinion 
from the right hon. Gentleman with 
reference to a curious procedure at the 
Assize Court in Liverpool last week. Mr. 
Justice Grantham has been going about 
the country making statements to grand 
juries 

Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : I 
rise to order. Is it in order to canvass 
the conduct of one of Her Majesty’s 
judges ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: There is a proper 
form open to any hon. Member if he 
desires to criticise the action of a judge ; 
but in any event the Home Office has no 
control over Her Majesty’s judges. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.): 
Is it not competent fer us to discuss the 
fact that while a man was being tried for 
his life the news of the relief of Kim- 
berley——- 

*THE CHAIRMAN: This Vote has no 
reference to the judges of the land, and 
the Home Secretary has no control over 
them. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid): 
To what Department may we appeal for 
an explanation of such conduct ! 


*THE CHAIRMAN: No Department 
has any control over the judges of the 
land. That is one of the fundamental 
institutions of this country. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER: Has any hon. 
Member a right to move an Address to the 
Crown on the conduct of a judge, and can 
it be blocked ? 

*THoe CHAIRMAN : It is open to any 
hon. Member to make a motion of that 
character. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid): 
Would it be stopped by the Twelve o'clock 
Rule? : 

*THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Gentle- 
man must ask the Speaker as to that. 


*Mr. MCKENNA: The question which 
I wish to bring betore the Committee is 
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the failure of the Foreign Office to assist 
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in establishing a direct line of steamers , 


between London and Zanzibar. The 
question has been before the Committee 
on previous occasions. I am not one of 
those who think that the Government 
should secure £1 of profit to traders by an 
expenditure of £2 of publicmoney, but in 
this case our merchants might receive very 
substantial advantages without the cost of 
asingle penny. You are building a railway 
in Uganda, and you have to ship a great 
quantity of material. It has been pro- 
posed again and again to the Foreign 
Otlice that they should enter into an 
arrangement with British shipping com- 
panies for the transport of that material. 
There would be no extra cost, but the 
companies would require a contract under 
which specified quantities should — be 
delivered to them at regular intervals. 
If that contract were given the com- 
panies would undertake to give a 
fortnightly or 
between a British port and Zanzibar. 
present there is no such direct communi- 
cation, and goods have to be transhipped 
at Hamburg or Aden, the result being 
that British merchants suffer very severe 
from theft. Moreover, German 
firms reap the benefit of the trans- 
port, which might otherwise go to British 
firms. ‘This statement rests on far better 
authority than mine. We have got in 
british East Africa at present a very cap- 
able administrator. In his last report Sir 
Arthur Hardinge states that if the Govern- 
ment would give a British Company the 
carriage of the material for the Uganda 
Railway the company would run a direct 
lineof steamers between London and Zanzi- 
bar; and in another part of that report 
he refers to the disabilities under 
which British merchants suffer. Our 
merchants are suffering, shippers lose 
what they might otherwise gain, and so 
far as we have been able to get at the facts, 
no valid reason has been put forward by 
the Foreign Office why this guarantee of 
the carriage of the railway material should 
not be made to some British firm. I 
heg to move to reduce the Vote by £100. 


losses 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Item Class 2, Vote 5 (Foreign 
Office), he reduced by £100, in respect | 
of the salary of the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs.” —(Mr. McKenna.) 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
desire to support this motion. The trade | 
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on this coast is a largely increasing one,. 
though the Foreign Office shuts its eyes 
to the fact, but I hope it will realise the 
importance of making some arrangements 
so that passengers and goods to that part 
of the world may be carried in British 
ships. I feel perfectly certain that a 
great trade might be thus developed. 
At present the trade is almost exclusively 
in the hands of subsidized German ship- 
owners. I should also like to have: 
some information in regard to the hycro- 
graphical,conference. No attempt has been 
made by the Foreign Office to obtain the 
report. [ should also like to have 
some information as to the increased 

accommodation for the storage of herrings.. 
and whether there are now better facilities 
for landing herrings at the new port. 

With reference to Mat Salleh, I have 
asked that a copy of the correspondence 
between him and the British North Borneo, 
Company should be laid upon the Table... 
Without going into details of that expedi- 

tion I may say that if on occasions like 

this efforts were made to come to a satis- 

factory arrangement, that would be far 

better than that a patriot like Mat 

Salleh should be shot down like a dog. 

It is important that we should know in 

matters of this kind whether the North 

Borneo Company is carrying on its busi- 

ness in a proper manner. 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside): I wish to ask one or two: 
questions with regard to East Africa. 
Last night the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs was able to assure 
us that the difficulties which the 
Government had to meet on the main- 
land of East Africa had been disposed of, 
that there was no chance of a_recru- 
descence of the mutiny in Uganda, and 
that the Government are looking forward 
to a better time. Could the hon. Gentle- 
man now give us an assurance that the 
repeated pledges both of this and the late 
Government as to the abolition of slavery 
on the mainland of Zanzibar are going to: 
be carried out, and carried out, I trust, 
in a much more rapid way than is being 
done in the islands of Pemba and Zanzi- 
bar? At the present moment there are 
something like 200,000 slaves in the 
small area of the Protectorate on the 
mainland absolutely under the control 
of the Foreign Office. Last year the 
hon. Gentleman said the moment was 
not propitious because of the mutiny. 
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The year before Lord Curzon excused the 
Government because an experiment 
with regard to the issue of a 
decree had been made on the islands, and 
the Government were watching the 
result. The year before that the excuse 
given was that there were internecine 
troubles in the district which were being 
repressed, and the moment was not oppor- 
tune. But now there seems really nothing 
to prevent further steps being taken. 

I want to urge upon him that if any steps 
are taken in the direction of a decree, 
that it should not contain the objection- 
able clauses which are put into operation 
on the islands, such as a clause which pre- 
vents a concubine from securing the same 
freedom and the same manumission as 
other classes in the protectorate. We were 
told when the gradual process of manumis- 
sion was commenced that the crops would 
suffer and would not be picked. We 
have now a report from our Vice-Consul 
O'Sullivan-Beare, dated last year from the 
Island of Pemba, that they have never 
heen as well picked as last year. So 
successful has the experiment been 
that the Arab masters find it better 
to treat their slaves during harvest 
time as freed men and pay them. 
It is patent that the Arabs will 
obtain better results from free labour 
than from forced. That has been 
the history with all manumitted native 
races, and [| urge the Government 
to say that the experiment has gone on 
long enough to justify them in taking a 
better and bolder course, and one more in 
accordance with the traditions and  senti- 
ments of this country. 

*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.): 
I should like to ask a question or two 
with regard to the commercial department 
of the Foreign Office. Attention has 
been drawn to the need of more com- 
mercial, as distinct from diplomatic, 
attachés at our embassies abroad. There 
is still a great want of strength on the 
commercial side of our embassies, and I 
would ask the hon. Gentleman whether 
there is any intention to add to the 
number of the commercial attachés already 
appointed, of which there are only three 
or four, and also to make more commer- 
cial agents. One point upon which great 
stress is laid by commercial circles is that 
our consuls are not nearly all of British 
nationality, and I would suggest that 
every means should be taken to secure, 
as far as possible, and at least as vacancies 


Mr. < fk d 1. Pease. 
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arise, that our representatives abroad 
should be of British nationality. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER: I should like 
to add one or two words to what has been 
said upon this matter. I should he 
heartily pleased if our commercial attachés 
occupied a higher place in the opinion of 
the Foreign Oftice than they do at present. 
It is an unfortunate thing, but it is the 
case that commercial attachés represent- 
ing this country have heen looked upon 
as pariahs, and have felt themselves to he 
so, Our commercial representatives have 
Jost power and authority through this un- 
fortunate state of things. I hope it will 
not be made a hard and fast rule that no 
foreigner should act as consul. I have 
the personal acquaintance of foreigners 
who represent us as consuls on the Conti- 
nent, and in many cases they not only 
perform their duties well but are more 
English than many Englishmen. 


*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON said he 
hoped that before the Government gave 
a virtual monopoly to the British India 
Steamship Company, or any other line, 
they would undertake to see that the 
seamen employed on those vessels were 
not sweated in the way they had been hy 
the British India Steamship Company, 
which not only paid low wages but over- 
rode an Act of Parliament by robbing the 
men of the amount of accommodation 
laid down by Statute. In the previous 
vear he had called attention to the most 
discreditable state of things which existed 
in the Consular shipping office in New 
York. This is a matter which he had 
continually brought to the notice of the 
Government, vet nothing had been done. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop- 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford), asked that this 
question should be raised on the Vote for 
the Board of Trade, because although it 
was technically a question for the Foreign 
Office, it was a matter that the Board of 
Trade had more to do with, and with 
which that department was more coi- 
versant. 

*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON reminded 
the Committee that this state of things 
had been going on for two years. 

*THE CHAIRMAN : I do not think the 
hon. Member can raise this question on 
this Vote. Possibly it ought to come on 
the Vote for the Board of Trade, but if 
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not then certainly on the Consular Service 
Vote. 

*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : 
always been led to understand that the 
Foreign Office has control over our 
Consuls. 


“THe CHAIRMAN: The proper oppor- 


upon the Diplomatic and Consular Vote. 
*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : 
heing so, Sir, IT will defer my remarks 
until then, but [ give notice that I shall 


call on the hon. Gentleman, and [I hope 
he will be able to give a_ satisfactory 
answer. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
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| When the hon. Member asked that they 


| 


should extend to that strip of land the 


1} /same jurisdiction that we had extended 
aye | 


to every part of East Africa and Uganda 
which we had taken over without those 


| pledges, he forgot the undertaking given 


by Lord Kimberley, before he left. office, 


‘on behalf of the Government of which he 


tunity for this question to be raised is | Was a 


| of slavery would remain as it was before. 


That | 


member -namely, that the status 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said it was 
a matter of dispute as to what the pledge 
actually was. The pledge that was given, 
far as he understood it, was that 
religious observances and opinions should 
not be interfered with. So far as he 


sO 


| remembered, slavery was not mentioned, 


Hamlets, Poplar) said the Committee had | 


heard a great deal on the previous evening 
about administration of the Foreign Office 


as against the Colonial Office, but under the | ‘dorama pa 
| Were most anxious in this matter to go as 


administration of the latter slavery had dis- 
appeared, whilst by the former it was 
recognised in a large portion of British 
territory. 
the right hon. Gentleman would have more 
satisfactory information to impart, having 
regard to the pledges the Government 
had given. It was twenty years since 
this question was first raised, and yet at 
the present time there were 
200,000 slaves on the island and only 
a few thousands of them had received 
their freedom. 
(sentleman would push his reforms with 
great energy, but he was afraid that the 
officials of the Government, though very 


efficient men, had not shown the Arab | 


inasters that they were in earnest with 
regard to the matter. 
mainland, he thought the time had come 
for more stringent measures. i 
the right hon. Gentleman pleaded for delay 
in consequence of the mutiny in Uganda, 
Iut that difficulty had now practically 


He hoped on another occasion | 


iside had pointed out, were 


about | 


He hoped that the hon. | 


As_ regarded the | 


Last vear | 


disappeared. Therefore they might | 
fairly ask that, in regard to the! 


small strip on the mainland, where the | 


slutus of slavery was still admitted, some 
decisive step should be taken. There 
was a strong feeling in the country that 
slavery should no longer be recognised in 
any part of Her Majesty's dominions. 


“Mr. BRODRICK said it was not 
absolutely correct to say that that strip 
on the mainland was part of Her Majesty's 
dominions. 


| past. 


and in their opinion such a pledge was 
never given. 


*Mr. BRODRICK did not think he could 
accept that statement. The Government 


far as they consistently could. In Zanzibar 
the actual number of slaves freed by the 
Courts last year was between 4,500 and 
5,000, and there were manumissions out- 
side the Courts well. The Arabs 
themselves, as the hon. Member for Tyne- 
beginning 
That was 


as 


largely to employ free labour. 
what the Government desired. There 
was no doubt that there had been a 
certain amount of trouble recently with 
freed slaves, and it was obviously unde- 
sirable, when the mental calibre of these 
people was considered, that a very large 
number of them should suddenly leave 
their employment. He contended that 
rapid progress was being made towards a 


ecandition of freedom in the island of 
Zanzibar. On the mainland manumission 


was going on automatically. Every child 
born since 1890 was free, sales had been 
put a stop to, no inheritance in slaves was 
recognised, except direct inheritance from 
father to son--and consequently rapid 


progress was being made. The hon. 
Gentleman asked that the same 
régime should be — established — on 


the mainland that held in the island of 
Zanzibar, but the Government must con- 
sider what their pledges had been in the 
In the meantime he could only 


say, for his own part, that he was entirely 


It was part of a Protectorate | 
that was taken over on certain pledges. | from every report that was received that 


in harmony with the two hon. Gentlemen 
who had spoken in desiring that free 
labour should become the rule as speedily 
as possible, and he was only glad to know 
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that process was going on. With regard 
.to the question put by the hon. Member 


for East Monmouthshire as to the possi- | 


hility of guaranteeing to a British steam- 
ship company the carriage of railway 
material, the Foreign Office had found 
that there were practical difficulties in 
the way of adopting that course. Very 
careful consideration had heen given to 
the question, and hoth the Foreign Office 
and the Treasury felt that it could not be 
done. It was felt by the Treasury that 
we had no right to give an indirect sub- 
sidy to a line at the expense of the 
Uganda Railway. The proposal was 
dropped because it was considered that 
they ought not to mix up an Imperial 
question of this kind with the carriage of 
railway material. Lord Salisbury and 
himself had given careful consideration to 
the matter, and computations showed that 
-a very heavy sum would be needed for 
the Uganda Railway if the proposal had 
heen accepted. With regard to the status 
of commercial agents abroad, he was not 
«quite certain that it was right to suppose 
that the higher the status given to them 
.the better it would be for the interest of 
the commerce of the country. He was 
not sure that a diplomatist was the best 
commercial representative. A commercial 
-agent had alrezdy been appointed in 
China, and he would have official rank, 
because in China it carried weight, but 
in the European capitals it was not 
proposed to give official rank. = An 
agent had already been appointed in 
Russia and another in South America, 
and it was proposed to appoint other 
agents in Switzerland and the United 
“States. They would not only make 
reports to the Foreign Office, but would 
he expected to answer questions put to 
them by British firms who might not 
have representatives of their own in a 
particular country. He trusted that the 
experiment would meet with success. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT asked if the 
Consuls would be of British nationality. 


*Mr. BRODRICK said it had always 
heen the desire of the Foreign Office to 
have Consuls of British nationality, but 
there were cases in which it was thought 
that native Consuls could be of more 
service. The matter was being very 
carefully watched. 


S*sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean) said they had 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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| heard with deep regret the repetition of 


the statement with regard to the supposed 
pledges by which the hands of the 
Government were supposed to he tied. 
He had repudiated that statement in the 
House on many occasions. There was 
one other matter on this Vote with regard 
to which he would like to ask a question, 
He would only make it a mere question, 
and would postpone it if the right hon. 
Gentleman preferred to deal with it on 
another occasion. He had given notice 
to call attention to the failure of the 
Foreign Office to obtain compensation 
from the French Government for sufferers 
in the Waima incident. They were in- 
formed, after all the delay that had occurred 
in bringing to a close that most discredit- 
able incident, that a difficulty had arisen 
on our side with regard to appointing an 
arbitrator. He wished for information 
on the subject, and more particularly as 
to whether the matter was again to be 
mixed up with other African questions. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: It is the fact that 
there is a very strong feeling in the House 
that this Waima question should be settled, 
and compensation paid by the French 
Government. I think the French Govern- 
ment have accepted the principle of 
arbitration in the Waima incident ; at 
the same time they have expressed a 
desire that other questions of a similar 
character occurring in West Africa should 
be included in the same arbitration. 
Negotiations have gone on as to exactly 
what questions should be included in the 
arbitration. We are most anxious to 
bring to an issue all the existing matters 
connected with questions of indemnity 
between the two countries, and we have 
every hope we shall be able to arrange. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman able to say that the 
matter is being actively pressed at the 
present time ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Communications on 
the subject have passed within the last 
two or three weeks. 

*Mr. MCKENNA : I beg leave to with- 
draw the Amendment, but I wish the right 
hon. Gentleman to understand I am not 
satisfied with his explanation. From the 
statements I have seen, I feel sure there 
would be no increased cost to the Uganda 
railway if the proposal I have mentioned 


' were adopted. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
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100] 
Original Question again proposed, 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE: I beg to move the 
test against the lack of action on the part 
of the Government in relation to the sup- 
pression of slavery in the British Protec- 
torate on the mainland of Zanzibar. I 
feel that practically the Government is 
open to a charge of breach of faith to the 
House and the country with regard to 
this matter. In a speech delivered to a 
deputation a year ago, the right hon. 
Gentleman said- 

“The Government did not depart from Mr. 
Balfour's pledge that at the earliest oppor- 
tunity they hoped to extend to the mainland 
the process already carried out in the islands. 
It was Lord Salisbury’s opinion that, until the 
government became more settled on the main- 
land, it was impossible to take further steps.” 


That was a definite pledge. The right 
hon. Gentleman now says the Govern- 
ment is not prepared to take the further 
steps which it was promised a year ago 
would be taken when things in the island 
were quiet. [ask that the pledge given 
by the Government should be carried out 
in the spirit in which it was given. We are 
told to-night that the Government are 
going to do nothing but adopt the slow 
process of allowing the slaves to die off in 
the hope that slavery by this means even- 
tually will be abolished, and that those now 
born will be born into freedom and not 
slavery. With regard to the alleged excuse 
that a certain pledge was given by Lord 
Kimberley that native customs were to be 
respected, and that therefore the Govern- 
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ment cannot interfere with the status of 


| Slavery on the mainland, it isa mere farce 


; gare t | to talk in this way, because we know for a 
reduction of this Vote by £200, as a pro- Ae 


certainty that Lord Kimberley had no in- 
tention of perpetuating slavery in a British 
protectorate. Such action on the part of a 
Foreign Office Minister would be unheard 
of ; and that it should be put forward as 
an excuse why slaverv should not be 
abolished, passes my comprehension. By 
the gradual process on the islands in the 
Protectorate the right hon. Gentleman 
referred to, thirty years will elapse before 
the entire population could, at the present 
rate of progress, secure their freedom. 
That is unsatisfactory to us on this side of 
the House, and J believe it is unsatisfac- 
tory to the country, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the Item Class 2, Vote 5 (Foreign 
Office), be reduced by £200."——-(Mr. J. A. 
Pease.) 

Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick): I do not think the ten-mile 
strip on the mainland is under our control. 
*Mr. J. A. PEASE: Absolutely. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH: My opinion 
is it is not under the control of our 
Foreign Office. As regards the territory 


under our control, that is a different 
matter ; and [ entirely agree with my 
hon. friend that the Government has 


heen unduly slow in suppressing slavery. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 52: 
Noes, 92. (Division List No. 37.) 
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Original Question again proposed. 


*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : I beg to 


ask leave of the Committee to bring a, 


few matters under the notice of the night 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Trade, and in all probability I 
shall be compelled to take up a consider- 
able amount of the time of the Com- 
mittee, but that [cannot help. It is 
only oceasionally [ get an opportunity of 
saying a word in the House of Commons 
on behalf of a class of men who, I venture 
to say, are in a worse position than any 
other class of workmen in this country. 
It is my duty as their representative, 
when the Board of Trade Vote comes up 
for consideration, if I find that that 
Department has not been acting in 
accordance with the law, to call the atten- 
tion of the Committee to the fact. The 
first matter I will refer to is the accom- 
modation provided on board ship. The 
Committee will be aware that for the 


last four or five years I have continually | 


heen putting questions to the right hon. 
Gentleman, calling his attention to the 
fact that some of the very wealthy ship- 
ping companies in this country have been 
overriding the sections of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, and deliberately robbing 
the poor unfortunate seamen out of the 
very limited accommodation to which 
they are entitled by law. The Merchant 


Shipping Act allows a seaman 72 cubic 
feet of space, and he is also supposed 
12 superficial feet measured 


to have 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur Sir William Walrond and 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
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Mr. Anstruther. 


on the deck. That is a very small 
amount. Jt means that a man _ has to 
live, sleep, wash, and do all his busi- 
ness in one small room, which when 
measured out is what you might call a 
good-sized coffin. But what do we find! 
That the P. and O. Company, a very 
rich company, paying about 10 per cent. 
dividend to its shareholders, and receiving 
large annual subsidies from the Govern- 
ment for carrying mails—I observe the 
presence of the right hon. Gentleman who. 
has some control over the mail contracts, 
and I hope while I am dealing with the 
President of the Board of Trade he will 
take a note of this fact, and remember it 
when the P. and O. Company comes 
again for contracts—-I say that this 
wealthy company instead of giving its 
seamen 72 cubic feet, gives, on some of 
its vessels, as low as from 50 to 60 feet,. 
and in some instances even less than that.. 
The other day I asked the right hon. 
Gentleman a question with regard to the 
“ Australia,” and he informed me _ that 
on that vessel the men had a little over 
72 cubic feet, but they had only nine 
superficial feet. That is what the company 
allows the poor unfortunate Lascar. In 
so doing the P. and O. Company are 
committing an offence against the law. 
The 210th section of the Merchant Ship- 
ping Act says that 

“ Any British ship occupied by seamen or ap- 
prentices and appropriated to their use should 
1ave for each of those seamen or apprentices 
a space of not less than 72 cubic feet, and of 
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not less than 12 super feet measured on the 
deck or floor of the place, and should be sub- 
ject to the regulations in the sixth schedule of 
this Act, and those regulations shall have 
effect as part of this section, and if any of the 
foregoing requirements of this section is not 
complied with in the case of any ship the 
owner of that ship shall for each offence be 
liable to a fine not exceeding £20.” 


When I first ventured to call the attention 


of the President of the Board of Trade to , 


this matter, he endeavoured to lead me to 
believe that the Board had no power to 
deal with this question. He said that the 
Lascars were native seamen engaged in 
India, and consequently were subject 
to the Indian Merchant Shipping Act ; 
and not to the Imperial Act. After we 
had had various disputes during the whole 
of the session with regard to the matter, 
and after calling in the aid of the Solicitor 
General, the right hon. Gentleman even- 
tually admitted that my interpretation of 
the law was correct, that the Imperial 
Act applies to all vessels registered in the 
United Kingdom, and that the Indian 
Shipping Act applies to vessels trading on 
the coast of and belonging to India. 
After that admission I asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman would put the law 
into force. [donot know why the Board 
of Trade should be so much afraid of the 
P. and O. Company, except it may be that 
some of the important shareholders are 
Members of this or the other House. [ 
do not know whether that is the reason, 
but for some reason that [do not  under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman refuses 
to avail himself of the 210th section of 
the Act, and to sue for the penalties 
therein provided. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says We have disallowed any 
deduction from the tonnage for crew 
spaces, and when we have done that we 
have done sufficient.” Ido not agree with 
him. I say that if an offence has been 
committed against the law, whether by the 
P. and O. Company or by any other com- 
pany, it is the duty of the Board of 
Trade to enforce the law. The right hon. 
Gentleman has asked me why I do not 
take some action against the company. I 

decline to do that, because I am not paid 
for it. If I] were President of the Board 
ot Trade, and paid by that Department 

to do it, I would very soon take action, 

but as [am not receiving any salary from 

the Government to see that shipping 

Companies act in accordance with law I 

do not think I should be put to the ex- 

pense of prosecuting this very wealthy 


company, When we have a Department of | 
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the Government charged with that duty. 
I do not know what the right hon. 
Gentleman intends to say in regard to 
this matter, but- I promise him that, 
until such time as an alteration is made 
in the accommodation provided — on 
the boats belonging to the P. and 
Q. Company, I intend to keep  bring- 
ing this question before the House 
of Commons. I have very good reason 
for doing it. As long as it is possible 
for the P. and O. Company to break 
the law in this flagrant manner, 
other shipping companies will refuse to 
improve the accommodation for the crews 
on board their ships. 


Attention called to the fact that 
forty Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found 
present, 

*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (con- 
tinung): I savy that I[ have’ very 
great reason for insisting upon the 
Merchant Shipping Act being respec- 
ted and enforced. The Royal Com- 
mission recommended that the accommoda- 
tion for seamen should not be less than 
120 cubic feet of space, and those com- 
panies who would willingly give more 
accommodation than they do at the present 
time point to the fact that the P. and O. 
Company, who are their keenest compe- 
titors, do not provide this. It must be 
thoroughly understood that the P. and O. 
Company, in addition to carrying the 
mails, have a large passenger traffic, and 
they trade in different parts of India and 
ou the Continent. They compete with 
these tramp steamers, who are not in 
receipt. of large subsidies from the 
Government, and they gradually take 
away the trade from the ordinary vessels. 
Not only this, but Lascar seamen are 
employed in the place of white men, and 
this causes the present condition —pre- 
vailing in the labour market in regard to 
seamen. It is no use asking the President 
of the Board of Trade to legislate on this 
matter, although he is not reluctant in 
bringing forward railway Bills. On 
shipping matters the right — hon. 
Gentleman is very — reluctant to 
bring forward any _ legislation. I 
cannot get him to legislate, and 
therefore I think I am perfectly justified 
in persisting all the time in my efforts 
until the law is altered. There is one 
other matter I want to complain of in 
another department. I have been come 
plaining for some time that a large nume 
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ber of the men who are engaged on board 
ship as able-bodied seamen and firemen 
are not competent to do their work. 
Under the present system it is quite 
possible for a man to be engaged on 
hoard a vessel as an able-bodied seaman or 
fireman who has never been at sea before. 
They have got discharge papers, and very 
often those papers belong to someone else. 
It is a very serious matter when a sailing 
ship is engaging a crew, and for reasons 
of economy that crew is put down to the 
smallest number. I know many large 
sailing ships carry close upon 1,600 tons 
of cargo which have as few as eight 
able seamen and perhaps five or six 
apprentices, more than half of whom are 
on their first voyage. If a vessel has got 
only eight able seamen, and half of them 
ure incompetent, and that vessel com- 
mences a passage from this country to 
San Francisco or some other part of the 
world, it is a very hard case for the com- 
petent seamen who have to do the duties 
of those who are incompetent. I have 
asked the Board of Trade to remedy this 
state of things, but the right hon. Gentle- 
man says he cannot bring forward a Bill to 
alter this state of the law. The Committee 
that inquired into the under-manning of 
ships made a very lengthy report, con- 
taining a number of recommendations as 
to the qualifications men should have 
hefore they are rated as able seamen. | 
have asked the right hon. Gentleman to 
embody that recommendation into the 
law, but he cannot see his way clear to do 
it. If he is not able to legislate, I again 
ask him to at least enforce the law as it 
is. If we only had the law enforced as it 
is at the present time, although it would 
not accomplish all we require, it would go 
a long way. The 126th section of the 
Merchant Shipping Act of 1894 provides 

*(1) A seaman shall not be entitled to the 
rating of A.B., that is to say, of an able-bodied 
seaman, unless he has served at sea for four 
years before the mast, but the employment of 
fishermen in decked fishing-vessels registered 
under the first part of this Act shall only 
count as sea service up to the period of three 
years of that employment; and the rating of 
A.B. shall only be granted after at least one 
year’s sea service in a trading vessel in addition 
to three or more years’ sea service on board of 
decked fishing vessels so registered. 

(2) The service may be proved by certifi- 
cates of discharge, by a certificate of service 
from the Registrar General of Shipping and 
Seamen (granted by the Registrar on payment 
ot a fee not exceeding sixpence) specifying in 
each case whether the service was rendered in 
whole or in part in steamship or in sailing-ship, 
Gr by other satisfactory proof.” 


‘: Mr. Havelock Wilson, 
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That is the 126th section, and I asked 
some two years ago that the Board 
of Trade should insist upon that. sec 
tion being carried out. I scarcely re- 
member whether it was the right hon. 
Gentleman who caused the instruction 
to be issued that in all cases where sea 
men were being engaged and they were 
not able to prove fowr years service, that 
the superintendents or deputy superin 
tendents should place opposite their names 
on the articles of agreement the letters 
“N. P.,” meaning “not proven.” 1 want 
to know whether there is any section in 
the Merchants’ Shipping Act which gives 
the President of the Board of Trade the 
right to enter a man upon his articles of 
agreement as an able seaman, and giving 
him the rating of A.B. when he is not 
able to prove his four years service. The 
Act says that, under those circumstances, 
a seaman shall not be entitled to the 
rating of A.B. I know there is nothing 
to prevent them being engaged as ordinary 
seamen, but the insurance companies have 
clauses in their agreements which insist 
upon shipowners carrying a_ certain 
number of — able-bodied seamen, and 
according to the Board of Trade regula 
tions an able seaman shall be a good 
workman upon the rigging, able to 
mend and cover the rigging, so that 
the Board of Trade themselves have 
issued regulations as to what shall con- 
stitute an able seaman, and the 126th 


section says that they shall not be entitled: 


to the rating of A. B. until they have 
seen four years service. I would like the 
right hon. Gentleman to explain to the 
Committee by whose authority and. by 
what right has the Board of Trade issued 
a circular to the superintendents and 
deputy superintendents telling them. to 
evade this law by putting opposite to the 
names of the men who cannot prove their 
service the words “N. P.” That is a 
matter of great importance to able seamen, 
because, as I have pointed out, many of 
the ships are seriously undermanned, and 
I know steamers carrying passengers out 
of this very port of London with six able 
seamen only on board, which means that 
there are only four men to carry on the 
navigation of the vessel. This is a very 
serious matter, and the Board of Trade 
have no right to take such liberties with 
the law. One vessel used to carry stores 
to the Cape of Good Hope had only eight 
able seamen on board, and. not one of 
them were able to prove four years 
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service, and “N. P.” is written opposite 
the names of every one of them. [ cannot 
understand why there should be such a 
reluctance on the part of the Board of 
Trade to carry out a law as it is passed. 
It does not go very far as it is, but I 
venture to say that if the right hon. 
Gentleman would only enforce the law 
as it is, although it would not accomplish 
everything we desire, at least it would 
give some relief to the men, and would 
give more satisfaction. I leave that, and 
I will come to another very old subject 

one that is pretty well worn by this time 
—with regard to the state of affairs that 
exists in the Consular Shipping Office in 
New York. The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs this evening 
referred the matter to the President of 
the Board of Trade, and L trust the right 
hon. Gentleman will not, in turn, refer 
me back to the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs. Whoever has juris- 
diction over the shipping oftice in New 
York, whether the Board of Trade or the 
Foreign Office, it is an absolute disgrace 
and discredit to any country. I was 
about to tell the right hon. Gentleman 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
the state of things which existed there 
when I was interrupted by you, Mr. 
Lowther, pe inting out that it came under 
another Vote ; but as the President of the 
Board of Trade is largely responsible for 
this office, I venture again to endeavour 
to get him to do what might have been 
done long ago had there been a desire on 
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them down to the house where they lived 
to settle up with them. No doubt the 
settling was a very costly one as far as 
Jack was concerned. That is only the 
paying off. When we come to the en- 
gaging of the crew the state of affairs is 
in fact worse. I find that if a seaman 
wanted to engage on board a British ship 
in New York, instead of applying on 
hoard the vessel to the captain or to the 
officers in the ordinary way, which they 
do in this country, he had to apply to some 
gentlemen who styled themselves shipping 
masters. Some of them are German, 
some English, some Irish and Scotch, and 
the shipping master is a gentleman who 
apparently is there for the purpose of 
assisting the captain. When a ship wants 
a crew the shipping master goes on board 
the ship and makes an arrangement with 
the captain to supply the men. I am told 
that in’ manv cases the captain receives 
from the shipping master a fee of two 
dollars for every man that is shipped, 
and in some cases I regret to say that the 
shipowners in this country, knowing that 
the captains get the fee, have given 
instructions that all such fees are to be 
paid over to them, and more than a score 
of shipowners in this country have con- 
tracts with those shipping masters in 
New York to supply the men, and for 
every man that is supplied he gets two or 
three dollars. 

THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcuig, Croydon) : 
What are the names ? 


the part of the Board of Trade to grapple | 


with this question. Two years 
made a report to the right hon. Gentleman 
himself. It was lengthy enough, for it 


y . | 
covered some twelve sheets of foolscap, | 


and I gave him a full and detailed account 
of all that I had seen at the Consular 
office in New York during the four 
months [ was in that part. I told him | 


had seen seamen robbed on the Consul’s | 


premises and ill treated ; that I had been 
inside that shipping office when ships 


were discharging their crews, and I found | 


in those offices boarding-house keepers, 
loafers, and women of not very high 
repute, and what they wanted there | 
do not know. For every sailor to be 


discharged from a ship I should say there 
were at least four or five of these un- 
desirable persons, and as soon as ever the 
men had their wages handed over to them | 
from behind the counter a gentleman | 
immediately stepped forward and took | 
the money, and the sailors had to follow 





ago [| 


*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : [| cannot 
give the names at once. I think the last 
| time I spoke in this House I mentioned 

the names ; but whether I mentioned the 
names or not, it is a fact, nevertheless, 
and I refer the right hon. Gentleman to 
the Consular Reports which were sent 
only last year. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man will turn to these Consular Reports 
he will find that in many ports in the 
United States the Consuls themselves state 
that in their opinion it is their belief that 
what I have stated is perfectly true, that 
some shipowners have made those con- 
tracts with the shipping masters, and in 
other cases the commission goes to the 
shipowners. The right hon. Gentleman 
need not depend upon my statement 
alone, and I refer him to the Consular 
Reports. Three dollars is the commission 
that sometimes goes to the master and 
sometimes goes to the owner. This the 
shipping master has got to recoup, so that 
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when he makes an engagement with a 
seaman to go into the ship, if the vessel 
is engaging a crew to go right straight 
from New York to some port in England, 
the fee is six dollars. If she is going a 
voyage as a sailing ship or steamer from 
New York to Africa or India, or any 
distant port, the men have to take three 
months advance, and then the fee 
charged is twelve dollars, and in, some 
cases runs up to twenty dollars. Now, 
this ‘crimp ” who extorts this money out 
of the seamen in this manner is allowed 
free access into the Consul’s office. This 
ottice is fitted up with a counter, and 
there is one special counter for these 
sharks and sailors in another department, 
and I want to tell the right hon. Gentle- 
man that so serious is the state of affairs 
in that port that no man can engage on 
hoard a British ship unless he is 
living in a boarding house and paving 
the shipping master. [ know many 
men I met when I was in New 
York living with their friends, and when 
they wanted employment on an English 
ship they had to leave their own friends 
and go and live at that boarding house 
for a few days, and they had to pay 
either twenty or thirty dollars, or what- 
ever the advance happened to be. I hold 
the right hon. Gentleman responsible for 
this, because he ought to see that the 
Consular office is cleared of all people 
except the sailors and firemen and the 
captain or the officers of the ship. There 
is no necessity for these boarding house 
There is no necessity for these boarding 
keepers and others at that — office. 
They have no right to be there, either 
when the men are being engaged or paid 
off; andas for the shipping master, he is 
not required atall. The Consular ofticer 
should be the shipping master, who reads 
the articles of agreement, and there is 
no necessity for this third person to come 
in between the seaman and his employer. 
I have repeatedly called the attention of 
the Board of Trade to this matter, and they 
know all about it, and vet this scandal is 
still going on. I have no doubt the 
right hon. Gentleman will tell me to- 
night that itis a very difficult problem 
to solve. There has been a great amount 
of correspondence between the Foreign 
Oitice and the Board of Trade, and they 
state that they are very desirous that 
something should be done, and no doubt 
will he done, and so forth. When | say 
to the Committee that the matter has 
been standing over for two vears 


Mr. Havelock }/ ‘ilson. 
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that I have every justification for 
speaking very strongly upon this matter. 
I do not know what the difticulties may 
be, but I am certain of this, that if the 
matter were in my hands one week | 
would settle the whole question. I do 
not expect that the right hon. Gentleman 
can immediately go out to New York 
himself to investigate, but in his own 
Department there are plenty of capable 
officials who could be despatched to New 
York to investigate the matter, and to 
see that the instructions of the Board of 
Trade are properly carried out with 
regard to seeing the oftice cleared of all 
those objectionable class of people. In 
our mercantile marine offices in this 
country, and in every shipping office of 
importance, there are two policemen 
standing inside, and they are paid for by 
the Board of Trade to maintain order, and 
to prevent anyone from unduly inter 
fering with the seamen when being 
engaged or discharged from the ships. | 
want to know why the Board of Trade or 
the Foreign Office could not pay for two 
policemen, or as many as may be neces- 
sary, to stand inside the shipping office in 
New York to see that no one entered 
that office except seamen, captains 
or others who had ,business there. 
The cost would not be very large, and 
I am certain that such an arrangement 
could be made with the United States 
Government, or the Police Commissioners, 
for policemen to be placed at the disposal 
of the Consular oftice, and they could be 
instructed that no one should be allowed 
in that office who had no business there, 
and that would remove the present evil 
at once. With regard to the men, when 
they have engaged, I find in a number of 
the Consular ottices that when the men 
sign the articles and are supposed to get 
an adyanee, instead of that being handed 
over to the man in the Consul’s office, he 
is told to go down to the shipping master 
who will give it to him. He is the 
shipping agent, and if he gets an advance 
of over £4 this agent gets the man to 
endorse a note for £4, and then he gives 
a warrant for £3 10s., so that the shipping 
agent presents to the shipowner the note 
for £4 with the endorsement on the back, 
and when he gets the money he pays over 
to the man £3 10s., keeping 10s. for his 
commission. [ know there is some diffi- 
culty in the way of advance in the United 
States because they do not allow advances 
to be given, and there is some question as 
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to whether the United States law applies 
to English ships in their ports in the same 
manner as they would apply to ships 
belonging to the United States here. But 
there is no excuse for this state of affairs, 
for when the men are engaged they ought 
to get their advance at the Consular office, 
but they are told in these ports to go | 
down to the shipping agent to get their 
advance. The Board of Trade could 
easily prevent that if they had a desire to 
do so. I want to call the attention of the 
Committee to another omission on the 
part of the Board of Trade. The 186th | 
section of the Merchant Shipping Act | 
provides that whenever any seamen are 
discharged from a British ship ina foreign 
port the owner shall furnish the men with 
funds sutticient to send them back to the 
port, of engagement in the United King- 
dom, or to some other port agreed to by 
the seamen, That is a very old section, 
and it was passed at the time when the 
Merchant Shipping Acts were consoli- 
dated in 1852, but it was only within the 
last five years that the Seamen’s Union 
took this matter in hand that they were 
able to compel the shipowners to pay the 
passage of the men who were discharged 
in foreign ports. The reason why seamen 
are discharged at Continental ports is 
because seamen’s labour on the Continent | 
is some 15s. or £1 less per month ; that 
is to say, able seamen can be engaged in 
Continental ports at £3 10s. per month 
against £4 10s. per month paid in this 
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the man’s expenses to the port in the 


United Kingdom at which he was 
engaged. What do I find? Why that 


at the large number of these ports instead 
of the Consul insisting upon what he is 
called upon to do by this Act of Parlia- 
ment, I find that the Consuls endeavour 
to persuade the men that they have no 
right to claim their passage money. 
Cases have been brought to my notice 
where the seamen, having perhaps read 
some of our leaflets calling — their 
attention to this Act of Parliament, have 
gone to the Consul’s office and asked his 
advice about their passage money, and 
the Consul has endeavoured to persuade 
the men that they have no claim; and 
when the men have persisted in having 
what they considered they were entitled 
to have, then the Consuls have assisted 
the masters to evade the law by recom- 
mending them to pay the men their fees 
to the nearest port in the United King- 
dom. So that if a man had engaged on 
a ship in Cardiff and was discharged at 
Rotterdam, he would have his fare paid to 
Harwich instead of Cardiff. The Board 
of Trade are supposed to issue instructions 
to Her Majesty’s Consuls with regard to 
this section, therefore it ought to be the 
duty of the right hon. Gentleman’s depart- 
ment to give definite instructions to Consuls, 
hecause the law says the men shall have 
their passage money, and maintenance in 
addition, to the port of engagement in 


| the United Kingdom, or to some other 


country. So that the shipowner, when | port that the seamen may agree to be 
he has engaged a crew in the/|sent to. Iam sorry to have to complain, 
United Kingdom, and the steamer | after we have spent such a large amount 
hasmade a voyage from Cardiff to the Black | of money in litigation to have the 
Sea and back to Rotterdam, although only | matter cleared up, that the right 
six weeks is occupied on the voyage, the | hon. Gentleman’s department is doing 
crew is discharged there, and then the} nothing whatever to enforce — that 





owners endeavour to evade the 186th 
section, which is very clear, and has been 
settled in the High Courts of Justice, 
that whenever seamen are discharged in 
foreign ports they should have their 
passage paid to the United Kingdom. 
The High Courts of Justice have upheld 
the Seamen’s Union in that, although at 
great cost to us. What I have to com- 
plain of in the matter is this: it is the 
duty of the Board of Trade to see that 
whenever seamen are discharged abroad, 
that Her Majesty’s Consuls—-gentlemen 
over whom the Board of Trade have 
jurisdiction—should see in all cases that 
whenever a seaman is discharged from 
the British ship, that the captain deposits 
sufficient money with the Consul to defray 








section, and it is said that they have 
no power. I disagree with that, because the 
law says the Consul shall see that certain 
things are done and they are not being 
done. This is an every-day occurrence, 
and I ask for what reason the Board of 
Trade refuse to insist upon the Act being 
obeyed. I find also that in the engage- 
ment of the crews the Board of Trade 
permit clauses to be inserted in the 
articles of agreement which are quite 
contrary to law. I find in many articles 


of agreement clatises which provide that 
the final port of discharge is to be a port in 
the United Kingdom or on the Continent, 
and that the crew agree, if discharged on 
the Continent, to pay their own fares to 
Now I want to 


the United Kingdom. 
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know why it is the Board of Trade allow 
shipowners to insert clauses of that 
description in articles of agreement, which 
is quite in contravention to the 186th 
section. I think I have said sufficient 
with regard to the Consuls both in New 
York and other ports. I must say that 
in one or two ports some improvement 
has been made. For instance, in Ham- 
burg the change that was made some two 
or three years ago by the appointment of 
Mr. Ward, who is now Consul-General in 
Hamburg, has made a great improvement 
in that port, and I must testify to the 
very excellent manner in which he con- 
ducts the business there. As far as 
Rotterdam and Antwerp are concerned 
the state of affairs is just as bad 
as ever, and no improvement has 
been made. There are one or two other 
matters which I wish to call the right 
hon. Gentleman’s attention to. With 
regard to the seamen’s discharges, I have 
been asking that we should have legisla- 
tion in regard to this matter. As I have 
already said, the right hon. Gentleman 
declines to legislate even on the recom- 
mendation of the Manning Committee, 
which was a Committee of a very repre- 
sentative character, for shipowners were 
on it; and after two years’ hard work, 
during which time they went thoroughly 
into the question of manning and the 
etticiency of seamen, they made certain 
recommendations, and the President of 
the Board of Trade has declined to legis- 
late with regard to that part of their 
recommendations. Last year the right 
hon. Gentleman appointed a Committee 
to inquire into the question of continuous 
discharges. I have already said that | 
object to the Board of Trade issuing any 
such discharges, and I do sincerely trust 
that no such discharges will be issued, 
because it will simply be a waste of time. 
I would not mind so much the waste of 
time as the great injury that will be done 
to the seamen. I understand that the 
continuous discharge which the right hon. 
Gentleman or the Committee will, in all 
probability, propose to have, will be a 
book something similar to the books 
which naval reserve men have, on one side 
of which will be entered the date of 
the man’s engagement and on_ the 
other side the date when he left the 
ship. I do not object to going that far, 
for that would not make a great deal of 
difference, but the right hon. Gentleman’s 
department propose to have a column in 
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which the captain can write in the man’s 
conduct for character andability. I have 
knowledge of the fact that many captains 
abuse that right, and in many cases 
they give very good men inferior dis- 
charges and a “declined to report,” and 
in cases that I know of my own know- 
ledge seamen who are not competent in 
any respect have got “very good” for 
character and ability. If a seaman gets 
entered in his continuous discharge book 
a character “decline to report ”—that is 
to say, the captain declines to make any 
report——it is tantamount to a bad charac- 
ter, although the captain may have done 
it purely for spite, and the man has no 
remedy. He cannot go to a court of law 
to have the matter investigated. The 
‘aptain has to be sole judge and jury in 
the matter, and if he gives the man a bad 
character the seaman has no remedy. If 
the President of the Board of Trade issues 
those continuous discharges, and will 
insist upon. having a column for character ; 
if he insists upon that, and if he will 
give seamen the right in any case where 
aman has got a bad discharge the right 
to come before some Committee or a 
court of law to have the matter 
thrashed out on its merits in order to 
see whether the captain was justified in 
giving a bad discharge, | would say to the 
right hon. Gentleman, ‘ Come along with 
your continuous discharge,” and I should 
he prepared to accept it. But he will not 
do that, and he says the captain is the 
only man who is to be the judge of a 
man’s character for conduct and ability. | 
could bring under the notice of the right 
hon. Gentleman hundreds of discharges 
where the captain has declined to report 
for conduct. In one steamer a seaman got 
a “decline to report” because there was 
a dispute between the captain and himself 
as to three or four days pay. The man 
said he was entitled to twenty-four d: 

pay, and the captain said he was ont, 
entitled to twenty-one days. The captain 
refused to pay the man his money, and 
the man took out a summons. The ease 
was tried in the police court, and the 
magistrate decided that the man was 
right. Whereupon the captain said, “| 
will mark your discharge ‘ Decline to 
report, ” and the man has no remedy. He 
has to accept that discharge, although he 
had been on that ship on previous 
voyages, and had had very good dis- 
charges from the same captain; but 
because he insisted upon his right of 
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having his full number of days pay, 
which was decided in the man’s favour, as 
a last resort the captain gives him a 
“decline to report.” That goes on every 
day. If the right hon. Gentleman goes 
down to any mercantile marine office he 
will find out for himself that what I am 
saving is absolutely correct, for where- 
ever men insist upon having what they 
are entitled to have by law, the captain, 
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finding that he cannot punish them 
in any other way, marks on_ their 
discharges, “ Decline to report.” — It is 


had enough under a discharge order. 
At the present time if a captain gives a 
bad discharge the men destroy it, and 
when looking for another ship hand in 
another, nine or ten months old, and 
explain that for that period they have 
been working on shore. With continuous 
discharges that will not be possible, be- 
cause it will be entered :in the book. 
Directly the officer sees in the hbeek the 
character of the man his services will be 
declined, and these men will net be able 
to get another ship. What chance has a 
man with a bad discharge of getting 
employment ! The poor unfortunate man 
might have to wait months and months 
hefore he succeeded, and the whole af 
that time he would be suffering in this 
way, whilst the fault might he on the side 


ot the master, and he would have no 
means of getting redress. 1 protest 


against the Board of Trade issuing these 
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continuous discharges, and say that if it | 


does so it will be a shame and a disgrace. 
If you give masters authority to do this, 
if the men feel aggrieved at the character 
they have got, they ought to be at liberty 
to fight the matter out either before a 
court of law or a committee of the 
Board of Trade. In many Continental 
ports large numbers of men are engaged 
on British ships and come back to the 
United Kingdom after a short voyage, 
and those men will be able to get a con- 
tinuous discharge, although they may not 
be either sailors or firemen, and worst of all, 
many of them are not able to speak 
English. There is one thing more with 
regard to the masters and the manner of 
engaging men in the mercantile marine 
office. IT put a question to the right hon. 
Gentleman and pointed out to him that 
When a ship was engaging a crew it very 
frequently consisted of ten nationalities. 
These men are brought into the merean- 
tile marine office, and a deputy commis- 
‘sioner reads the articles of agreement, 


which contains more than two thousand ' heecause the time may come when the 
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words, at such a rate that even a British 
seaman cannot understand it. — It 
read out in English, and yet these 
foreigners, who do not understand the 
language, have to sign those articles, and 
are supposed to know what they contain 
and agree to them. It is a deliberate 
swindle to take men in in that way. In 
reply to my question the right hon. Gen- 
tleman said, so far as he was informed, 
when foreign crews were engaged com- 
petent interpreters were engaged to 
interpret the articles of agreement. [ wish 
the right hon. Gentleman would take a 
trip to Cardiff, and go to the mercantile 
marine office there. He would find that 
the British, so far as the deck and engine 
room hands are concerned, are conspicuous 
by their absence. They are all foreigners, 
and if you asked them their names they 
would not understand you. If competent 
interpreters were employed it would 
take a whole day to ship a crew 
for a small ship. What I ask is that 
a copy of the articles of agreement 
in the different languages of the men who 
sign on should be hung up in the marine 
offices so that the men who could not 
understand our language might read the 
articles of agreement in their own and 
understand some of the conditions they 
agree to. The reason why people who 
cannot understand are preferred is per- 
fectly well known. It is because condi- 
tions are inserted in the articles of agree- 
ment which British seamen would not con- 
sent to. If the Board of Trade challenges 
me on that point [ will go down with 
their representatives to the port of 
London and show them there men 
signed on who cannot understand our 
language ; the articles read out in English 
and interpreters not called in, It is not 
the fault of the officialsa—they have their 
work to get through and are not to be 
blamed ; the responsibility lies with the 
heads of the departments. It is not for 
the Board of Trade to say that they do 
not know about it, because if they will 
look up their correspondence they will 
find many letters of complaint that [ have 
written on this subject. I sincerely hope 
something will be done to remedy this 
grievance. The unfortunate part of the 
whole grievance is that the seamen and fire- 
men are without yotes. If they had 
political influence in this country this 
state of things would not exist. If any- 
body ought to have the support of the 
Government it is the seamen and firemen, 


is 
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Government may have to depend on 
these men whom they now despise. The 
right hon. Gentleman may have great 
sympathy, but he could show it more if 
he would bring in a Bill or two to safe- 
guard these men. They have no Limited 
Liability Act, which is a fact to be deplored 
when the numbers who are killed and 
drowned every year are considered. — If 
any class of men ought to find favour 
with the present powerful Imperialist, | 
think it is this, and in order to emphasise 
my protest against the neglect of the 
Government in not legislating to improve 
the condition of these men, I beg to move 
to reduce the Vote by £100 in respect of 
the Board of Trade. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That the Item Class IL., Vote & (Board of 
Trade), be reduced by £100, in respect ot 
the salary of the President of the Board 
of Trade.” (Ur, Havelock Wilson.) 
*Str ALBERT ROLLIT desired to call 
attention to two points of some impor- 
tance, but before doing so he, as a 
member of the Local Marine Board of 
London, could say, so far at least as that 
port was concerned, that his hon. friend’s 
statement that foreigners generally signed 
for service aboard ship without under- 
standing the articles was far too wide 
and sweeping. He was also clearly 
and strongly of opinion that — his 
hon. friend’s suggestion that the ship- 
owning community preferred foreigners 
because they could be engaged on 
false conditions was not well founded, 
although there might in some very few 
and exceptional cases be some founda- 
tion for the suggestion. He had no 
hesitation in saying that the general body 
of the shipowners had no desire whatever 
to reap any benefit from the ignorance of 
the foreigners of our language, a defect 
which was by no means general, but 
the contrary. He wished to know what 
success had attended the provision in the 
Merchant Shipping Act of last vear for 
the encouragement of the training of boys 
for service at sea. Although there were 
(lifferences of opinion, the proposals of the 
right hon. Gentleman were received with 
consideration by shipping circles, ut 
at the same time opinions were 
expressed that the inducements offered 
were not adequate and would not 
secure the result the President of the 
3oard of Trade had in view. The first 
thing he wished to ascertain was what had 
heen theresult of the experiment, and if the 


Mr. Havelock IVilson, 
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adverse opinions expressed had proved cor- 
rect he hoped some other means would be 
proposed by whichan elementof the greatest 
importance to the country might he 
strengthened. In the next place he 
desired to know whether the Commercial 
Intelligence Department, which should he 
the ears and eyes of the commercial 
forces of our country, had been opened, 
and whether it had realised the neces 
sity of obtaining the latest informa. 
tion on commercial and shipping matters,, 
wuul what success had attended _ it. 
He hoped that the example of Germany, 
Belgium, and other countries in holding, 
periodically, commercial museums or ex- 
hibitions would be followed in this country., 
as such exhibitions were of great practical 
value, a fact which had been proved at 
the London Chamber of Commerce. A 
Departmental Committee of the Board of 
Trade, on which he had the honour to 
serve, had made the above recommenda 
tions, and he should he glad to learn that 
it Was proving successful. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, FE.) 
culled the attention of the President. of 
the Board of Trade to two questions. 
The first was with regard to applications 
from small fishing communities throughout 
the country for improved facilities for the 
construction of harbours. [t was within 
his knowledge that, from the part of the 
country in which he was more particularly 
interested, several applications had heen 
forwarded to the Board of ‘Trade. On 
the Board of Trade Vote last year the 
right hon. Gentleman had told the Com- 
mittee that he had appointed a Depart- 
mental Committee which was to consider 
any application of the sort. They should 
like to learn whether the Committee had 
made any Report, and whether they had 
been able to make any grant or had con- 
sidered favourably any applications laid 
hefore the Board of Trade. So far as he 
was aware, at any rate with regard to the 
north-east of Scotland, no such applica- 
tions had hitherto been favourably enter- 
tained by the Board of Trade. The 
second question was with reference to the 
administration of the Light Railways Act. 
In Aberdeenshire they were under the 
monopoly of one railway company —the 
Great North of Scotland—a good enough 
line, but an absolute monopoly in the 
country. When the Light Railway Com- 
mission was established the company 
promoted two schemes, one for a light 

railway from Aberdeen to Echt and 
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Skene, and the other for a light railway 


from Fraserburgh to the fishing village of 
st. Combs. Orders were granted in both 
cases, and for the Fraserburgh railway a 
considerable grant had been made from 
the Treasury. The Orders were passed 
by the Light Railway Commissioners so 
long ago as September, 1897, but month 
after month and year after year passed 
without their being confirmed. Finally 
the Orders were sanctioned in the summer 
of last year, but neither of the railways 
had been constructed —the largest scheme, 
indeed, had been definitely abandoned. 
The question which he and other Mem- 
hers had asked last vear was whether the 
Board of Trade had not power to compel 
promoters when granted a scheme to pro- 
ceed with it. Apparently the Act gave 
no such power. This was particularly 
hard in both these cases. In the case of 
the Echt and Skene Railway the railway 
company cut out a body of private pro- 
moters who were prepared to undertake 
the scheme. And now they had aban- 
doned the scheme, and he — believed 
another body of private promoters were 
trying to promote a new scheme. The 
railway company had thus frustrated the 
construction of a railway in this district 
for two years. As regarded the other 
scheme, the conditions were even more 
unfortunate. The railway company had 
not taken a single practical step to put 
the scheme in operation, and these fishing 
villages were still divorced from their 
market with apparently no prospect of 
improvement. The matter had been 
brought before the railway company, but 
uo satisfactory remedy could be got. 
Last year the right hon. Gentleman 
promised to see what could be done in the 
matter, and as nothing had been done he 
(Mr. Buchanan) hoped he would put in 
operation any power that the Board of 
Trade possessed. , 

*Mr. JOHN BURNS asked the President 
of the Board of Trade if he would make 
accessible to the House and to the publie 
generally the admirable set of diagrams 
and statistical tables compiled by his 
Department for the forthcoming Paris 
Exhibition. He suggested that they 
should be photographed and issued as a 
public document. He desired to support 
his hon, friend the Member for Middles- 
brough in the representations he had 
made with regard to the grievances of 
sailors. It was exceedingly difficult to 


locus the seamen’s grievances in the same | 
way that the grievances of the other’ 
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trades were focussed.. The seaman had no 
franchise, and it was almost impossible to: 
get at his grievance except by personal 
investigation, which was always liable to: 
official denial. As a confirmation of his 
hon. friend’s contentions, he would like to 
point out that in 199 formal inquiries 
held last year into casualties at sea It was 
found in LOT cases that they arose partly 
or wholly from the neglect or default of 
persons on board the vessels, and 55 
otticers had their certificates suspended. 
That default or neglect, he believed, 
meant, in plain language, inefficiency, 
under-manning, and incompetence. While 
twenty years ago the collisions at sea 
were fifty-four in number, last year 
they were fifty-seven, thus showing an 
increase ; While under every — other 
heading into which maritime casualties 
were divided there had been a decrease.. 
Loss of life had diminished, no doubt, 
but nevertheless the number of lives lost 


amounted to some 2,117 every year. In 
the last thirteen years no less than 
28,302 sailors had lost their lives. That 


was a condition which merited immediate 
attention. The fatal casualties last vear 
alone were greater than all that had vet 
occurred in the Transvaal war. If the 
sailor was badly treated, the stoker was 
in even worse case. The German marine 
department instituted an inquiry into the 
conditions under which the stokers on the 
hig liners worked, and they found a 
greater tendency to suicide among stokers 
than in any other occupation. The causes, 
he believed, were to be found in 
overwork, insufficient food, and — bad 
accommodation. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would consent to a similar 
inquiry by his department. He urged 
further that articles should be printed in 
several languages, so that foreign — sailors 
would know what they were signing. 

Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) merely 
desired to emphasise the point which had 
been made with regard to the continuous 
discharges. He represented a large 
number of sailors, and could, therefore, 
speak with some authority. There was 
considerable apprehension on the part of 
sailors that a very important change was 
about to be made in the form of discharge, 
by which each man would have to get 
from his captain a discharge, which 
would form part of a continuous record 
on which could easily be based a refusal 
to report which would operate against the 
man’s future employment. ‘There were 


various abuses to which this form of dis- 
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«charge was open, which he hoped the 
President of the Board of Trade would 
bear in mind. He also called attention 
to the working of the Light Railways 
Act, which, he said, was being used by 
private speculators in the neighbourhood 
of large towns to obtain powers to lay 
what were really tramways along the 
roads leading out of towns. He con- 
tended that if the Government intended 
to put means into the hands of muni- 
cipalities to relieve congested centres of 
population the main arteries between the 
towns and the country must be kept open. 
In the county of Middlesex the great 
arteries were being rapidly appropriated by 
private speculators, in whose schemes there 
was no advantage to the industrial classes. 

Mr. RITCHIE: No one can say the 
questions which have been raised in this 
debate have not been important. On the 
contrary, they are so important that [ am 
afraid that I shall not at this time be able 
to deal with them in more than a per- 
functory manner. The hon. Gentleman 
who moved the reduction of my salary 
did so in a very courteous manner, and 
although I have heard his speech before I 
do not propose to deal with the matter 
he brought forward at this moment. I 
will deal first with the subjects mentioned 
by other hon. Members. The hon. Gen- 
tleman who has just resumed his seat 
dealt with continuous discharges and light 
railways. Tam not prepared to contend 
that the framers of the Light Railways 
Act contemplated quite the development 
which has taken place ; but I think that 
on the whole the development has been 
satisfactory, and that the procedure 
under the Act has met with the 
approval of everybody who has come 
before the Commissioners. There is 
no doubt a tramway element does 
enter into many of these light rail- 
ways, but it must not be assumed that 
because while going through a town they 
are necessarily more or less tramways, 
they are not at the same time light rail- 
ways in the sense contemplated by the 
Act. It was always contemplated that 
those railways would be partially of the 
nature of tramways in towns. The hon. 
and learned Member hopes that the Rail- 
way Commissioners will not allow the 
main arteries to be monopolised by 
private speculators, but they will take 
care that they are kept open for 
municipal authorities. The municipal 
authorities have as much power to go 
Mr. Robson, 
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before the Commissioners as any specu- 
lators, and if they do not take advantage 
of their opportunities in the interest of 
those who desire the service, it is 
inevitable that their place should be taken 
by those who are called speculators. — If 
these railways are not made by the 
municipal authorities, then let them 
be made by any reputable company 
which likes to come forward. The hon. 
Member for East Aberdeenshire com- 
plained of certain railways in the north of 
Scotland having obtained powers to make 
light railways and not having made them. 
I did communicate with the Great North 
of Scotland Railway on this subject. | 
think they endeavoured to prevent the 
opening of some other line: — It is said hy 
the hon. Member that power should he 
given to compel promoters who have got 
a Bill to make a light railway to carry 
out their undertaking ; but such a power 
does not exist in regard to any other 
class of railway, and it does not seem to 
he just to impose more onerous conditions 
on promoters of light railways than exist 
in the case of ordinary railways. That 
the light railway referred t) was not 
made no doubt disappointed many people, 
but so far as my recollection goes the in- 
stance given by the hon. Member is only 
a solitary one in all the numerous appli- 
cations that have been made. Applica- 
tions for light railways are becoming 
extremely numerous, and when we come 
to legislate on the subject next year—tfor 
the Act is only a five years Act-—-Parlia 
ment will be asked to grant more facilities 
for dealing with them, because at present 
the Commissioners have more work to do 
than they can well undertake, although 
it is very efficiently done. On the whole, 
though the hon, Gentleman may have 
some reason to complain in one particular 
case, still we have every reason to con- 
gratulate ourselves on the signal success 
which has attended the Act during the 
last three or four years. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: The one not 
gone on with has got a Treasury grant. 

Mr. RITCHIE: As the hon. Gentle- 
man knows, | have not had notice of any 
of the points brought forward to-night. 
and I would rather like to look up the 
Papers connected with that railway, and 
I will speak to the hon. Gentleman 
subsequently. The hon. Member for 
Battersea alluded and [ am very glad 
he did—-to the excellent charts and 
diagrams which have been compiled by 
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the officers of the Labour Department of 
the Board of Trade. I sympathise very 
much with the view that they should be 
made more available for our people at 
home, and [ have already given the 
promise that they shall be photographed 
and published in the Labour Gazette. | 
will consider whether they should be put 
in a Blue-book: but in any case I will 
take care that they are made more avail- 
able than they are in their present shape. 
At present [ express -my personal obliga- 
tion to those who have been engaged in 
the collection of the statistical information 
which was necessary for the diagrams to 
be set out, and to all those who have 
been engaged in making the diagrams 
themselves. They reflect the greatest 
credit on all concerned. = The hon. 
Member for East Aberdeenshire also 
asked a question with reference to fishing 
harbours. The hon. Gentleman will 
remember that very clear and very hard 
and fast lines were laid down by me when 
I assented to the suggestion that some 
assistance should he given by the Treasury 
inthe matter of small fishing harbours. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer con- 
curred in my view that as we had a 
Committee to consider the grants for light 
railways, we should have a Committee to 
consider the grants for light fishing har- 
hours. That Committee was formed 
almost of the same gentlemen as the 
other Committee. They have been 
sitting for some time, and in almost every 
case the applications for grants do not 
come within the conditions laid down in 
the Light Railways Act or anything 
approaching them. It is a matter of 
regret to me that it is so. My recollec- 
tion is that there has been only one case 
made out fora grant. There was a lack 
of the necessary local aid and the neces- 
sary guarantee for maintenance and 
other matters considered essential by the 
Treasury before sanction to the schemes 
was given. [ have endeavoured, however, 
to secure that the most favourable consi- 
deration shall be given to the appli- 
cations. The hon. Member for South 
Islington asked me what was the 
result of the inducements — offered 
for the training of boy sailors under the 
Mercantile Marine Act. Undoubtedly 
the result of that has not been in accord- 
ance with what I anticipated. Of course 
it was entirely a problem as to what 
would be the result. I know that the 
scheme was not regarded with a very 


Sreat amount of favour by shippers. One 
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reason, I think, was that they were dis- 
appointed that they did not receive an 
out-and-out grant from the Treasury on 
account of the lads used by Her Majesty. 
They considered that a very large sum 
ought to have been given to them because 
of the Navy, and they were not prepared 
to enter heartily into any scheme short of 
that. The original idea of the scheme 
was to endeavour to secure a large number 
of boys to be educated as sailors for the 
mercantile marine, not, as has been sup- 
posed, for the Navy. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has attached the condition 
to the scheme that some of the boys shall 
go into the Reserve. I think that proper 
and desirable. I have been disappointed, 
however, to find that many of the ship- 
owners think that they should not he 
called upon to undertake any task of the 
kind unless the Government pays the 
entire cost of the education of the boys. 
In my judgment that is neither a fair nor 
a reasonable condition. The Government 
were willing to advance something like 
£75,000 a year for this purpose, and | 
think we had some right to expect we 
would be assisted by shipowners in carry- 
ing out a work which was primarily for 
their benefit. If the matter has not been 
successful so far I think it is so much 
to their disadvantage. Of course the 
scheme has only been in operation 
for one year, and [ still hope, although 
we are disappointed up till now, 
we have something better in store. 
My hon. friend referred to the 
Commercial Intelligence Department, 
which has just been opened. It is 
extremely difficult to say much about 
that. I am sure it is a very desirable 
thing that our merchants and manufac- 
turers should be able to go into one office 
and obtain all the information in regard 
to commercial matters possessed by all 
the Government offices, instead of having 
to go to half a dozen offices to collect 
their information by scraps and shreds. 
The Board of Trade Journal isnow published 
at a penny, and I should say it is likely 
to be a profitable concern. Iam sure it 
must be a great advantage to all those 
connected with export trade and 
commerce generally to be able to 
get up-to-date information every week 
Now, Sir, I come to the main point which 
has been dealt with in this debate-—I 
mean the question of our sailors. I agree 
with the hon. Member for Battersea that 
we ought to do everything that we can do 
to improve the condition of our sailors, 











L027 Civil Service (Supple- 


because, no matter what may be done, 
their occupation must always be a trying 
and dangerous one. The hon. Member 
referred to the loss of life sustained in 
connection with our shipping, and anim- 
adverted upon the want of skill that 
existed to a large extent in regard to the 
sailing of our ships. But if ships are 
saved and loss of life is prevented by 
superior skill on board ship there must 
have been great improvement in this 
direction during the last twenty years, 
because, having regard to the enormous 
increase in the mercantile marine during 


that period, there has been a large de- 


crease in the number of casualties. We 
must all recognise that the large ship- 
owners have made great improvements in 
the food and accommodation for their 
sailors; and though, no doubt, there 
are shipowners who do not do all that 
can be desired, if we are to impose con 
ditions on the mercantile marine in order 
to safeguard seamen from the treatment 
they receive in some of the worst of our 
steamers, we might so cripple the whole 
industry as to make it unable to compete 
with foreign rivals. The hon. Member 
for Middlesbrough has referred to the 
engagement of foreign seamen in our 
mereantile marine, and has urged that it 
is desirable that the terms of agreement 
should, as far as possible, be in the 
language which they understand. Of 
course, We cannot in the matter of the 
language of sailors meet the requirements 
of Europe, Asia, Africa, and America, but 
I may say that some days ago | gave 
instructions that inquiries should be made 
into the matter, and I shall endeavour to 
see that the agreements shall be published 
in the language most commonly used 
hy those who serve on board our ships. 
The hon. Member for Middlesbrough 
complained about the want of accommo- 
dation for the Lascars. He has spoken 
about the “ Australia.” It is true that 
on board the “ Australia” there is, some 
slight deficiency of floor area. But the 
hon. Member has called attention within 
the last few days to several steamers in 
which he alleged the space allotted was 
not up to the requirements of the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act. 


*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : Only 
one P. and O. steamer—the others were 
British steamers. I did not make any com- 
plaint as to the accommodation ; | wanted 
to know what the accommodation was. 

Mr, Ritchie. 
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Mr. RITCHIE: When the hon. Gentle- 
man puts a question with regard to space 
accommodation, it is only fair to assume 
that he implies that the accommodation is 
not sufficient. Under the circumstances. 
I need not go into particulars of the 
“Campania,” the ‘ Norman,” andthe 
* Teutonic,” about which he asked ques- 
tions, and all of which have more than 
the necessary accommodation. — The 
* Australia” is the only steamer on which 
he bases any complaint. So far as cubic 
space is concerned the “ Australia ” com- 
plies with all the requirements, but with 
regard to floor space it is below the proper 
accommodation. The company has had 
its attention drawn to that fact. 
The hon. Member says, * Why do not 
you prosecute!” He knows very well 
that the circumstances with regard to 
Lascars are not very simple. There has 
heen some difference of opinion as to 
whether the English Act or the Indian 
Act applies to them. We referred that 
to the Law Officers of the Crown, and 
they said that the English Act un- 
doubtedly applied ; but, after setting out 
the peculiar habits of the Indian. sailors, 
they have advised the Board of Trade 
that, although we have the power to 
prosecute, we have a right to take all the 
circumstances into consideration. What 
are the circumstances ! In the first place 
these Lascars make no complaint. On 
the contrary they have sent a petition 
couched in the most pathetic language 
beseeching the Government not to make 
changes which will have the effect of 
reducing their means of livelihood. The 
hon. Member may langh. I know what 
his objectis. His object is not to improve 
the condition of the Lascars, but to prevent 
them competing with English sailors. 
*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: Hear, hear! 

Mr. RITCHIE: I sav the Lascars are 
as much British subjects as any English 
sailors, and in considering them we have 
a right to consider all the circumstances 
of the case. Lascars are not accustomed 
to and do not require the same amount of 
space as English sailors. There is no 
obligation on the Board of Trade to prose- 
cute, and under the circumstances which 
Ihave narrated we are quite justified, 
having regard to the whole of the facts, 
in declining to do so. The hon. Gentle- 
man says he was asked why did he not 
prosecute. But he himself came to me 
last year and asked, “ Can anybody prose- 


cute ?” I said, “ Certainly,” and he went 
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away evidently quite happy, gratified at | 
the idea that he would have the oppor- 
tunity of prosecuting. It was therefore | 
not | who asked the hon. Gentleman to 
prosecute, but he asked me if he could. | 
Do not let us have any misunderstanding. | 
The object of the hon. Gentleman is not 
to improve the position of the Lascar, but 
to prevent his employment. 
Gentleman also found fault with the 
Zoard of Trade because N.P. is put 
against the name of a man who has not 
qualitied as an able seaman. What is the 
complaint ! Does anyone think that it 
means A.B.! There is nothing in the 
law to compel shipowners to carry a 
certain number of A.B.’s, 

*\VIr. HAVELOCK WILSON: [beg 
the right hon. Gentleman’s pardon. He 
passed a Bill only the year before last 
enacting that a ship should earry a certain 
number of A.B.’s. 

Mr. RITCHIE: Does the hon. Gentle- 
minassert that putting N.P. against a man’s 
name qualifies him to serve as an A.B, ? 
If he does not, why should he complain 
about it? It is not a breach of the law. 

Mr. BURNS: [am sorry to interrupt 
the right hon. Gentleman, but my hon. 
friend’s contention is that where service 
is hot proven, and out of eight men on 
hoard a ship you have three N.P.’s, it 
means that those three may be very in- 
competent, with the result that more work 
falls upon the five competent men than 


would be the case if the service of the men 


marked N.P. had been proven as seamen. 

Mr. RITCHIE: If a shipowner is 
compelled by law to carry eight A.B.’s it 
is quite certain that by carrying five 
A.B.’s and three N.P.’s he is not fulfilling 
the law. But if the law does not compel 
a shipowner to carry a certain number of 
A.B.’s, in what way is the public, the 
ship, or the sailor damaged by N.P. 
being put to a man’s name 7 

*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: My 
complaint was that the Board of Trade 
officials entered these men on the articles 
of agreement as able-bodied seamen 
without proving their service. 
says they should prove four years service, 
otherwise they are not entitled to the rate. 

Mr. RITCHIE: They do not enter 
them as A.B., but as N.P. The hon. 
Gentleman then referred to the New 
York Consular Office as a disgrace and a 
discredit. The Consular Office is neither 
a disgrace nor a discredit. The Consul 


General is one of the most able we have, 


The hon. | 


The law | 
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and there is his statement against that of 
the hon. Gentleman to the effect that the 
things the hon. Gentleman has conjured 
up from his own inner consciousness do 
not occur, 


*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I say 


| they do. 


Mr. RITCHIE: He says that in a 
place like New York, with a large number 
of sailors being engaged, undesirable 
persons do now and then gain entrance, 
and there is an occasional shindy of some 
kind. It may be desirable that a police 
officer should he stationed there for the 
purpose of seeing that nothing of the 
_kind to which the hon. Gentleman refers 
does take place. We are now in corre- 
spondence with the Treasury and the 
| Foreign Office on the subject, and I hope 
| within a week or two we will be able to 
| settle on placing a police constable in that 
office as an experiment, with a view to 
seeing whether some of the evils which 
| of course do exist may be put an end to. 
| There was also the question of continuous 
| discharges. Lam not able to make any 
| statement upon that matter, as a Com- 
mittee Was appointed some time ago to 
consider the question, and their Report 
has not vet been made. I understand 
that that Report will come in within the 
next few days, and it will then be my 
duty to consider it. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): [am 
very glad we are to have these agree- 
ments prepared in the languages most 
used by the sailors engaged in British 
ships. That will be a considerable im- 
provement. With regard to the light 
railway question, it is a real difhiculty 
that, when an established railway company 
competes with a private undertaking for 
the making of a light railway, and gets the 
order upon its promise to make the railway, 
the company, having ousted the private 
| promoter, should not afterwards proceed 
with the work. That is really a 
grievance which is not covered by the 
existing law, and when further legislation 
on the subject is prepared, I trust the right 
| hon. Gentleman will see that this matter 
is dealt with. There are other points in 
the light railway legislation in existence 
which will require amendment, and | 
would suggest, when this further legis- 
lation is being considered, the whole 
subject of light railways should be 
reviewed, and amendments in the existing 
law, which experience has shown to be 
required, introduced. I also desire to ask 
a question with reference to the Com 
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mercial Intelligence Department. The 
Committee will remember that a very 
competent commercial agent was sent out 
some time ago to report on the state and 
prospects of British trade in certain 
foreign countries, and reports, which have 
heen read with great interest, were pre- 
sented to the House. Is it intended to 
continue the sending out of a person of 
that kind, and, if so, will it be a part of 
the permanent policy of the Commercial 
Department, or what is the policy of the 
Board of Trade on the subject ? 

Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : I 
desire to ask the right hon. Gentlemen 
a question with regard to the examinations 
in Seotland for mercantile marine certi- 
ficates. Under the Merchant Shipping 
Act there are two kinds of certificates for 
which seamen may apply-—the ordinary 
mercantile marine certificate, and the 
certificate of competency. In Scotland 
the operation of the examinations for 
these certificates seems to be discouraging 
in every way to the very reasonable 
desire on the part of fishermen and other 
people qualified to obtain certificates 
in either class. Take, for instance, 
the class dealt with under Part 4 
of the Merchant Shipping — Act 
the certificates of competency, which 
may be obtained by skippers and second 
hands on fishing boats. Under Section 
413 of the Act, trawlers of twenty-five 
tons and upwards may not go to sea 
unless the skippers and second hands on 
these boats have a certificate of competency. 
That provision does not apply to Scotland. 
Nor does the following section, which is 
optional, apply to Scotland. I should 
like for a moment to call the attention of 
the right hon. Gentleman to the operation 
of these two clauses. Although there 
are returns presented to the Board of 
Trade, we do not know at all whether or 
not the mercantile marine of the country 
and the men who are growing up and 
ought to be qualifying for these certificates 
are availing themselves of these exami- 
nations. If there is no objection, will the 
President of the Board of Trade allow 
those returns for the last ten years to he 
presented to Parliament, in order that we 
may see what progress has been made ? 
There are no figures in regard to Scotland, 
heeause the sections do not apply, but as 
to England and Wales it is only proper 
that we should know whether or not the 
operation of the Act is beneficial. As to 
the smaller boats, I think it is a question 
to be considered whether or not what is | 

Mr. Bryce. 
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now optional should be made compulsory 
It may be argued that any compulsory 
qualifications will tend to efficiency, to 
make men take an interest in their career, 
and also to prevent accidents and collisions 
in the various harbours where there are 
numbers of these boats. But, so far as 
the experience of Scotland goes, it seems 
to show that with its present limited powers 
the Fishery Board can get on perfectly well 
in the case of the smaller boats. I should 
like to refer the right hon. Gentleman to 
a passage on page 17 of the 1896 Report 
of one of the Board of Trade inspectors, 
which seems to show that the modern 
tendency to throw fishing enterprise into 
the hands of capitalists and companies 
apparently relaxes the obligation to 
require from the masters and skippers 
of small boats the same standard of 
qualification that we used to have. May 
I inform the Committee how far we have 
got in this subject ! Out of 41,000 men 
and boys employed in these two classes of 
fishing boats, only about 6,000 were 
granted certificates of competency, while 
if you add to that number between 6,000: 
and 7,000 men who have what are called 
in the Act “ certificates of service,” which 
are practically certificates that the men 
had some experience before the Act was 
introduced, you have altogether only 
about 13,000 qualified men. I need not 
impress upon the Committee — the 
desirability of these men doing their 
best to qualify themselves for the 
profession in which they are employed. 
Let me pass to the certificates under 
Section 92 of the Act-—the mercantile 
marine certificates. The opportunities 
for qualifying or passing the examina- 
tions are very restricted. It surely 
stands to reason that such should not 
be the case, seeing that, besides the 
question of safety at sea being involved, 
we look to draw trom these men a very 
large reserve for the Navy and for the 
defence of the country. There is also the 
great advantage of raising the intellectual 
standard of requirements of so important 
a class of the community. — Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman does not know 
how the Act works out in Scotland. 
There is not only a lack of information 
about the examinations, but also a lack of 
facilities for instruction and examination. 
We do not know how these examinations 
operat? We do not know how many go 
up for these certificates, or how many fail 
in the examination. Might not returns 
giving this information, which the right 
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hon. Gentleman has, be given to the 
House, showing the results for a series of 
years? In 1897, according to the infor- 
mation supplied by the Board of Trade, 
708 passed and 858 failed, or more than 
one balf of the candidates, in the five 
Scotch ports at which examinations are 
held. There is great hardship and incon- 
venience involved in the fact that men in 
Scotland are unable to present themselves 
for these examinations or to obtain the 
necessary instruction except at those five 
ports —- Aberdeen, Glasgow, Greenock, 
Dundee, and Leith. The expense, for one 
thing, stands in the way. Could not 
arrangements be made by which these 
examinations might be held at other 
places? Civil Service examinations are 
held in India and in all parts of the 
colonies. [ suppose the reason these 
examinations are held at the five ports I 
have mentioned is that at those ports, and 
there alone, are the Board of Trade 
offices, and that the Board of Trade wish 
to control these examinations. — But pro- 
hably, by working through the officials of 
some Government Department, greater 
facilities might be given, as it would 
simply mean the distribution and_ col- 


jection of examination papers, and 
the regulation of the examinations. 
Then there is the question — of 


instruction. There are navigation schools 
at these places at present, but if the Com- 
mittee will consider how difficult it is for a 
man to give up earning his daily bread and 
to pay for his lodging and maintenance at a 
great distance from home, they will 
realise how very impracticable and dis- 
couraging the present conditions are. 
Navigation is one of the special subjects 
under the Scotch Education Code, and it 
surely might be possible to encourage an 
interestamong these young fishermen inthe 
scientific and theoretical as well as in the 
practical side of their own calling, and to 
supply that instruction to them as a ladder 
by which they might enter upon a more 
protitable career to themselves. If I may 
sum up briefly the points I wish to put to 
the right hon. Gentleman, they are, _ first, 
will he tell us how many, and what pro- 
portion of the total number of fishermen, 
have applied for certificates under Section 
114 in England and Wales; secondly, 
will he grant a return giving the particu- 
lars respecting the examinations for the 
mercantile marine certificates held in the 
different ports in the United Kingdom for 
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failures; and, thirdly, will he grant a 
return showing the results of the present 
examinations and instruction in naviga- 
tion, also stating the amount of the fees. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Gentleman 
has on more than one occasion put on the 
Paper some proposal with a view to 
examining me upon this very important 
question, and I have been prepared, but 
on this occasion I was not aware that the 
matter would be brought up, and there- 
fore I have not the materials at hand to 
give him a reply at once. I will, however, 
confer with the hon. Gentlemen, and shall 
be very happy to give him all the informa- 
tion he desires. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen asked 
whether we should continue the practice 
of sending gentlemen to investigate with 
regard to foreign markets. The Foreign 
Office have appointed two or three gentle- 
men who will be attached to certain 
consulates abroad, and who will go about 
within certain limited areas collecting 
similar information to that collected by 
Mr. Worthington. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I am 
exceedingly sorry the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not reply to my arguments. 
Some points he ignored entirely, while 
upon others his answers were far from 
satisfactory. Moreover, he disputed my 
word with regard to the Consular Office 
at New York. He had not to rely on my 
word alone, for I have sent to the right 
hon. Gentleman’s Department letters from 
seamen making the same allegations, and 
[ have also sent documents sworn by sea- 
men in the port of New York. I make 
no charge against the office of the Con- 
sul General himself ; his office is not the 
Consular Shipping Office, but is in a 
different locality altogether. The Consul 
General knows absolutely nothing of what 
goes on at the Shipping Office other than 
what he is told by his deputies, and it is 
no good for him to send over reports 


saying that my statements are ex- 
aggerated and incorrect. I would like 


to see his reports, as I am prepared to 
prove up to the hilt everything I have 
said. As to the P. and O. Company, could 
there be a more lame excuse than the 


‘one given by the right hon. Gentleman 


that the Lascars did not require the same 
amount of accommodation as white men ! 
These ships lie in our docks in London, 
and from a sanitary point of view, if from 


the last ten years, showing the number | no other, we ought to insist upon the men 


ot certificates granted and the number of ' 


living under such conditions that they 
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will not breed disease. 


its preparation. 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derb’shi’e 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘hamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Birm 
‘hamberlain,J. Austen (Wore. 
‘oghill, Douglas Harry 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
‘ook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
‘orbett, A. Cameron (Gl’sg’w) 
‘ornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Digby, John kK. D. Wingfield 
Disraeli, Coningshy Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duneombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Falher, George Denison 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn-Sird.( Man. ) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbs,Hn.A.G.H.(Cityof Lon) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Austin. M. (Limerick, W.) 
Billson, Alfred 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Fenwick, Charles 


Mr. Havelock Wilson. 


The right hon. 
‘Gentleman admits that in the “Australia” ignored. 
the men had only 9 instead of 12 super- 
ficial feet of space measured on the deck. 
The idea of men being compelled to 
huddle together in that manner! The 
right hon. Gentleman referred to a_peti- 
tion which was sent to the Queen. ‘That 
petition was prepared by the P. and O. 
Company, and not one Lascar had a hand in 
There were many other Noes, 40. 
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now put.” 


AYES. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hen. sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G...(St.Geo’s) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Win. 
Heath, James 
Henderson, Alexander 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Captain H. Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.Sir J. H. 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Cornw’ll) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Leigh-Bennett, He nry Currie 
Llewelyn.SirDillwyn-(Sw’sea) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt Hn Walter( Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttleton. Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
Massey-Mainwaring.Hn. W.F. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. ‘Tirogmorton 
Milward, Colonel Vietor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, Robert -jasper(Shropsh. 
Morrell, (:eorge Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murray. Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Penn, Jolin 

NOES. 

(soddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (CumbTd 
MaeNe'll, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Maddise> Fred. 

Morton, ulw.J.C.( Devonport) 
0’ Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
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matters which the right hon. Gentleman 
I mentioned the fact of- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place 
and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 


The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 121: 
(Division List No, 38.) 


Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett. RtHn HoraeeCurzon 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, ©. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthew W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye = * 
Round, James 

Russell, 'T. W. (Tyrone) 
tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Seely, Charles Hilton 

Smith, Abel H. (Christehureh) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks. ) 
Stanley, E. Jas. (Somerset) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Fhornton, Perey \ 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson. Wm. E. Murray 
Tritton. Charles Ernest 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. (Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
W ilson,.J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Souttar, Robinson 

Steadinan, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Havelock Wilson and 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham). 
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Question put accordingly. 


The Committee divided : 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Billson, Altred 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Doovan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Evans, Samuel l’. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Goddard, Daniel urd 


Archdale, E lward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J (Manch’r 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hu. SirM. EL. (Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
‘arlile, William Walter 
‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
‘avendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
‘ecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
‘ecil, Lord Huzh (Greenwich) 
‘hamberlain, Rt. Hon.J (Birm. 
‘hamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
‘orhill, Douglas Harry 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
‘ook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
‘orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
‘ornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
‘ox, Irwin Edward Bain bridge 
‘urzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dieby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJd. (Man'r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suittolk) 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLdon 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR claimed, “ That | 
the Original Question be now put.” 


| 
| 
Original Question put accordingly. | 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
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Ayes, 37; Noes, 120. 
AYES. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshi’e 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lawson, Sir Wilfril (Cumb ) 
MacNeill, John Gordou Switt 
Maddison, Fred. 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
O Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Roberts, John Bryn (fifion) 
NOES. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, Rt Hn. GJ (St George’s 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Heath, James 
Henderson, Alexander 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Jackson, Rt. Hon W. Lawies 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Captain Herbert M. 
Johnstone, Hey wool (sussex) 
Kennaway, Kt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn-(Swans. 
Loder,Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp']) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lytteiton, Hon. Alfred 
Maeartney,. W. G. Ellison 
Macedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH., A.( Deptford 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Noes, 35. 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Brist’]) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
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(Division List No. 39.) 


toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Suowdon 
Sinclair, Cape. J. (orfarsh.) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Stead man, William Charles 
Sullivan, Vonal (Westmeath) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wilson, fred. W. (Norfolk) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Havelock Wilson and 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham). 


Penn, John z 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Plunkett, RtHnHoraceCurzon 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’l 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthew W. 
titchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchureh) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Stanley, Ed wardJas. (Somerset 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest j 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col ACE(Taunton) 
Welby,Sir Charles G E( Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Jos. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 120; 
(Division List No, 40.) 


Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hn.J.(Brm.) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
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Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cornwallis, FiennesSt: unleyW. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, ( ‘oningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 

Fel owes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 


Civil Service (Supple- 








{COMMONS} 


Kennaway, Rt. Hn.SirJohn H. 
Keswick, W illiam 

Kimber, Henry 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W(Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, es Alfred 
Maeartney, W. Ellison 


Macdona, John Saanming 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r | Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


Finch, George H. 

F inlay, Sir Robert B jannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Sutfolk) 
Gedze, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (CityofLon. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen, Rt HonGJ (StGeorge’s 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Heath, James 

Henderson, Alexander 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Win. Lawies 
Jenkins, Sir Jolin Jones 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Billson, Alfred 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Caldwell, James 

Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Dalziel, vames Henry 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) , 


Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


It being after midnight, 
left the Chair to make his report to the 


House. 


Mr. DALZIEL 


asked whether, 





(Kirkcaldy 
seeing the Committee had 


| Mi assey- Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 

| Mey sey- Lng gg Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, ¢ ‘olonel Victor 
Monekton, Edward Philip 


| More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H A( Deptford) 
Murray, Rt Hn AGraham( Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, RUHnHoraceCurzon 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

NOES. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lawson, Sir W. 
MacNeill, 
Maddison, Fred. 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


(Cumb’land) 


mentory Estimates). 


John Gordon Swift | 


Pease, Joseph A (Northumb.) | 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


the Chairman SOUTH 


Burghs) 


AFRICAN WAR—NEWS 
THE FRONT. 


On the motion for the adjournment, 
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Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon.SirMatthewW 
Ritchie, Rt Hon.Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney 
tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Ji — s 
Russell, ’ (Tyrone) 
Ryder, pom Monae Dudley 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchureh) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Stanley, E. James (Somerset) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A C.E.(Taan’n 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitemore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell-(Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( B’th) 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ in y 
TELLERS FoR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES.— 


Mr. Havelock Wilson and 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham). 


FROM 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 





been unable to discuss several items, 
Report stage of the Votes passed in 
Committee would be put down for a time 
at which they could be properly dis- 
cussed. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR replied that the 
Report stage could not be put down for 
first order on Monday, as that place was 
allotted to the Navy Estimates. 

Resolution to be reported upon Monday 
next ; Committee to sit again upon Mon- 
day next. 


the 1 beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the War Office have 
any confirmation of the rumour that 


General Cronje and his forces have been 
captured or have surrendered. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. I 
sent to the War Office an hour ago, and I 
am told that no news of any sort has 
been received. 

House adjourned at half-past 


Twelve of the clock, till 
Monday next. 
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Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 26th February, 1900. 


LORD DUNBOYNE. 

Report made from the Lord Chancellor 
that the right of Robert St. John Fitz- 
Walter Butler, Baron of Dunboyne, to 
vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland has been established to 
the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with 

Great Grimsby Street Tramways [H.L. ]. 

Milford Docks [H.L.]. 

And the Certificates that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with : 

Hammond (G. H.) Company. 

London United Tramways. 

Also the Certificate that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with. 

Christchurch, Bournemouth, and Win- 

ton Tramways. 
And also the Certificate that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have not been complied with : 

Whitechapel and Bow Railway [H.L.]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 

BIRMINGHAM (KING EDWARD THE 
SIXTH) SCHOOLS BILL [1.1.]. 
BIRMINGHAM UNIVERSITY BILL 
[H.L.]. 

Reports of Her Majesty’s Attorney 
General, received, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.1.]. 
Certificate of 


Examiner’s non-com- 


{26 Feprvary 1900} 
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COWES PIER BILL [.1.]. 


GLASGOW BUILDING REGULATIONS 
BILL [H.1. ]. 


NEATH HARBOUR BILL [u.1.]. 


tAWMARSH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [u..]. 


SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


GLYNCORRWG URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL GAS BILL [H.1.]. 


WALSALL CORPORATION BILL [1.1.1]. 


Committed ; the Committees to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


BARRY RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 


BILL [H.1.]. 
BRISTOL WATER BILL [1.1.}. 


BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL- 
WAY BILL [u.1.]. 


DORKING WATER BILL [H.1.}. 


LIVERPOOL OVERHEAD RAILWAY 
BILL [H.1.]. 


MANCHESTER SHIP CANAL BILL [H.1.]. 
SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [H.1.1. 
| GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL [H.L. }. 


CORK, BANDON, AND SOUTH 
RAILWAY BILL [H.t.]. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH- WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [H.1.}. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


MIDLAND GREAT WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY OF IRELAND BILL [H.1.]. 


Read 2¢. 


COAST 


LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL [H.1.]. 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 


ing read, and discharged. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Code of Regulations for Day Schools, 
1900. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 2383. Servia. 

No. 2384. The Somali Coast. 

No. 2385. Greece (Thessaly). 


pliance with the Standing Orders re- | 

ferred to the Standing Orders Committee 

on Monday next. 
VOL. LXXIX. 


[FourtTH SERIES. | 


Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury Minute, dated 20th February, 
1900, declaring that for the due and 
efficient discharge of the duties of the 
post of Head Master of the Royal Col- 
lege of Art, professional or other peculiar 
qualifications not ordinarily to be ac- 
quired in the public service are requisite. 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION 
ACT, 1888. 

Order made by the Board of Trade 
under the provisions of the above Act for 
uniting the Lancashire and Western Sea 
Fisheries Districts : together with report 
hy inspector on inquiry. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 

Account of the receipts and expendi- 
ture of the Paymaster-General on behalt 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature, in 
respect of the funds of suitors of the 
Court in the vear ended 28th February, 
1899; also account of the National Debt 
Commissioners for the same period in 
respect of funds held by them on behalf 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature ; to- 
gether with the report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General thereon. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


EMPLOYMENT OF RETIRED SATLORS 
AND SOLDIERS. 

Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
vise, in accordance with the notice stand- 
ing in my name on the Paper, to call 
attention to the Report of the Select 
Committee, presided over by Sir George 
Chesney, on the Employment of Retired 
Sailors and Soldiers ; and, in view of the 
probable glut in the market for unskilled 
labour when the term = of service for 
Reservists and the Auniliary forces on 
active service with the colours abroad has 
expired, to move 


‘That in the opinion of this House 
measures should be taken to give soldiers, 
on being drafted into the Reserve, the 
hest chance of obtaining employment by 
providing them, previous to their dis- 
charge from the colours, while not on 
active service, with the opportunity of 
enjoving as large an amount of technical 
instruction as is compatible with the due 
performance of military duties, and that 
such duties should, as a temporary ex- 


‘LORDS? 


pedient, be lightened by the employment 
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of outside labour in the discharge of 
fatigue work.” 


I hope it is not necessary for me to tell] 
the noble Marquess that I am exceedingly 
reluctant to encroach upon his time at 
the present moment, when he has such a 
weight of responsibility and anxiety cast 
upon him, and I trust. that the events of 
the last few days have lightened that 
anxiety. Perhaps the noble Marquess 
regards my motion as inopportune. | 
entirely agree with him that now is not 
the proper time to enter into the details 
of the scheme that he has shadowed forth 
tor the permanent increase in the numbers 
and efficiency of the Army; but my 
motion does not deal with details at all. 
It goes to the root of the whole of our 
military system, and is, I venture to 
think, a pressing matter. In a short 
time--I hope in a very short time, 
namely, at the end of this war—-the noble 
Marquess will have an excellent opportu- 
nity of putting into practice the recom- 
mendations of the Chesney Committee, 
and it is necessary that he should prepare 
the ground at onee. I dare say the noble 
Maryuess will think [ am an irreclaimable 
faddist when I tell him that it appears to 
me that if he is bent upon increasing 
the permanent establishment of the Army 
there are only two courses open to him 

to educate the soldier and make him fit 
for civil life, or else have recourse to con- 
scription. Under the voluntary system 
we must popularise the Army, and, in my 
opinion, the only effectual way of doing 
that is to fit the soldier as best we can 
for the duties of civil life. I think that 
in doing so we shall make him as a 
soldier not less valuable, but more 
valuable, than he has hitherto been. If 
there is one lesson more than another we 
have learned by this war, it is that what 
we want in all ranks of the Army is 
initiative, and that intelligence as well 
as bravery and discipline is abso- 
lutely necessary in modern warfare. 
With regard to conscription, the noble 
Marquess the Secretary for State has 
stamped heavily upon the noble Earl who 
sits on the cross benches, and it seems to 
me that, holding the view that he does, 
he could not have done otherwise. The 
Secretary of State has taken a momentous 
course in deciding absolutely against con- 
scription even for home service, and I 
venture to repeat what I said on that 
subject some little time ago, namely, that 
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it is idle to suppose that, if the Secretary the lives of the men under their charge, 
of State was unable to obtain the extra but their principal interest is, as I have 
25,000 men he said were necessary in said, with the soldiers while they are with 
1898, he can obtain by voluntary enlist- the colours. The Secretary of State takes 
ment under the terms he now proposes a a broader view. He naturally considers 
much larger addition to the Army than that the Army for those who enlist is not 
25,000. In July last, when the noble a profession at all. Service with the 
Marquess made this statement, I sug- colours is merely an episode in the career 
gested that there was an inducement I of a citizen. The Secretary of State for 
should like to see tried. I[ said that it War is usually a civilian. Why is he 
would be well to be able to tell the usually a civilian? Because it is 
recruit that while he was serving he felt that Army matters should not be 
would have some opportunity of receiving looked upon exclusively from a Service 
manual training. The noble Marquess point of view. But, as I have said, the 
the Secretary of State stamped upon Service is to a great extent with me. 
me as heavily as he — stamped The first evidence I shall quote to the 
upon the noble Earl on the cross noble Marquess will be from a lecture 
benches. He told me he did not think it which was delivered before the Aldershot 
would be any inducement to recruiting Military Society on December 12th, 1889, 
to give soldiers several hours schooling by (as he then was) Major-General E. F. 
a week. That was a travesty of what I Chapman, C.B., of the Royal Artillery. 
said. When I speak of education I do On that oecasion Lord Wantage was in 
not mean mere book learning. I mean the chair, and among those who took part 
education in the widest, and, I venture to in the discussion was the — present 
say, the most correct sense; that is to Adjutant-General, Sir Evelyn Wood. 
say, the drawing forth of every faculty This lecture, with the discussion which 
that a man possesses, whether of mind or followed it, has been printed in a pamph- 
body, in such a way that he may he able let, and is still, I believe, on sale at Alder- 
to use those faculties to the best advantage shot. General Chapman is a man whose 
of himself and of the community. The opinion has a right to be considered in 
noble Marquess has hitherto expressed this matter. He was for some time Chiet 
some amount of sympathy with me, but of the Intelligence Department, and was 
a few days ago he did not express any subsequently in command of the Scottish 
sympathy at all. I have very often drawn district. I believe he commands that dis- 
his attention to this matter, but I have trict now, but I am not sure. I quote 
not thought fit to weary him by quoting General Chapman not only because he is 
any of the evidence. But, my Lords, I a high authority, but because he has ex- 
think it is necessary now for me to come pressed my views very much better than 
to close quarters with the noble Marquess, I can express them myself. He said, ir 
andadduce, very shortly, theevidenceupon the course of his lecture 
which I rely in support of my proposal. Pe a ’ , ; 
dare say the ais Maneiie: Will tell a “The training of the soldier whilst he is 
. : aie: noe ‘ serving with the colours may be divided inte 
that the weight of military opinion is, on three branches—Ist. Military training roper : 
the whole, against my proposal. I donot 2nd. Educational training ; 3rd. Special teach- 
know whether that is so or not: it may ig in preparation for employment in ervil life. 
hewn. But I have, at all events, as the be v0 ls, whe chey are aaa aa 
noble Marquess knows very well, a great promote directly the good of the individual, are 
deal of military opinion in my favour, very important’ adjuncts of the military train- 
and I contend that. civil opinion has a ing to which the time of the soldier is more 
right to be consulted in this matter as particularly devoted, and, unless [ am mis- 
: aa sed : taken, they are vital to the development of 
well as military opinion. — Officers those faculties and that general intelligence 
naturally are solicitous about the soldier without which, in the present day, he cannot 
asa fighting machine. Their principal successfully take part in the ditticult problems 
interest, very naturally, is with the which modern warfare presents. 
soldier while he is with the colours, and Then, my Lords, the gallant General 
in making that statement I do not intend went on to sav ; 
to say anything in any way against the ; i 5 : . ; 
otticers. On the contrary, nobody admires ~ A full consideration of the various efforts 
more than I do the zeal and the enthusia- = nae, See ee meee $0. eee 
: : : 7 overnment employment for reserve soldiers 
sism with which they attempt to brighten as a matter of privilege has convinced me that 
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the only way by which remunerative civil 
employment under Government or in the 
labour market can be secured to soldiers who 
have completed their period of service with the 
colours, is by rendering the men themselves, 
through their Army training, better qualified 
than others to compete for employment in 
civil life.” 


In the discussion which followed, Sir 
Evelyn Wood said — 


“Weare now working the soldier's muscles 
more than we used—some of them think too 
much—and we are working his brains a good 
deal more. In these respects I agree with the 
lecturer that we are making a 1,000 per 
cent. better man of him for the time when he 
goes out of the Army. [ am exceedingly 
obliged to General Chapman for what he has 
said about our soldiers, although I do not 
quite agree with him in everything he has 
advanced.” 


Lieutenant-Colonel FE. T. H. Hutton, 
Deputy Assistant Adjutant General, who 
also took part in the discussion, said 


“T venture to think that this lecture is one 
of the most admirable and far-sighted of any 
we have yet heard before this society. . . . 
It does appear to me that at this camp of 
practical instruction—aimost the only one 
with the exception of the Curragh—it is, of 
all places, the place for this subject to be 
considered, and for any practical suggestions 
to be worked out by our staff, regimental and 
company officers, who are rightly assumed to 
he responsible for training our men for their 
further employment in civil life. [may say 
we all of us accept this responsibility which 
General Chapman rather doubtingly asks us 
todo; and in accepting this responsibility we 
ean never forget that we are considering the in- 
terests of men who march with us, and fight with 
us, whose interests are wrapped up entirely with 
ours during their period of service, and who are 
serving in the common cause of our country. 
[ cannot help thinking that we have in our 
hands, at the present moment, the power of 
fitting a much larger proportion of men to pass 
into civil life than we have done heretofore, 
and I feel sure that if commanding officers 
would develop their offices and trade shops 
as much as might be, it would have distinctly 
vood results.” 


Major Beresford, of the Royal Engineers, 
said,-in the course of the same discussion—- 


“As regards the technical training of 
soldiers in peace time, | would suggest that a 
science and art school, as a branch of South 
Kensington, should be established in the 
camp. Every large town in England has one, 
and many of the smaller ones. South Ken- 
sington gives large grants of money and sends 
down qualified teachers to these branches. 
Such «a branch could be organised at once, and 
would give facilities for the better education of 
soldiers, such as is provided for artisans in 
other centres.” 

The chairman of the evening, Lord 
t 
Wantage, after guarding himself by say- 


Lord Moukswell. 


{LORDS} 


‘ing that he had not had sufficient time to 
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consider the subject as well as he should 
have liked, said— 


“JT think General Chapman puts his finger 
upon one of the difficulties. [ know there is 
a great desire on the part of civilians to 
employ soldiers, but | know also that they are 
frequently disappointed in the soldiers who 
come to them. [ do not say it to the detri- 
ment of the soldiers; [ believe it arises from 
causes which have been touched upon—namely, 
the want of technical training which fits men 
for civil life. Sir Evelyn Wood has said that 
it would he well if we could vive soldiers some 
teaching in regimental workshops while sery- 
ing, and in this [ quite agree.” 


And he went on to say 


“Tdo hope that the regimental officers, of 
whom the lecturer has spoken in such high 
terms, and to whom is owing almost all the 
improvements which have taken place in the 
lot of the soldier, will still persevere in this 
direction, and do what is possible to fit him for 
civil life.” 


Lord Wantage concluded his remarks as 
follows— 


“The Russian soldier can turn his hand to 
anything, whereas the English soldier is com- 
paratively helpless. This is a deficiency in 
our system which might be remedied by tech- 
nical teaching. I very much hope that that 
light and ventilation so necessary to the even- 
ing class rooms may be accorded shortly, and 
money granted for the purpose.” 


Now, my Lords, I come to the Report of 
Sir George Chesney’s Committee. The 
paragraphs in the final Report are not 
ftumbered, but they are numbered in the 
Chairman’s Draft Report : and, referring 
to the numbering in the Chairman's 
Draft Report, the paragraph to which | 
would first call the noble Marquess’s 
attention is No. 15, In the last part of 
that paragraph the Committee say 


“They [the soldiers] enlist at exactly that 
period of their lives when they might other- 
wise be learning what would be most useful 
to them as mechanics, as craftsmen, or in other 
civil vocations. They have lost many oppor- 
tunities for establishing connections and 
interest ; they have saved the rest of the 
community from the inconvenience and hard- 
ship of universal service ; and, for a small 
retaining fee, they have undertaken to return 
to military life whenever called upon.” 


And in paragraph No. 20 the Committee 
state 


“Your Committee would suggest that, in 
the winter months especially, and subject 
always to the paramount duty of maintaining 
their military efficiency, soldiers might he 
given some further encouragement than that 
which they at present enjoy in attending any 
courses of instruction, including those of the 
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National Schools of Technical Education, by 
which they would be likely to benetit after their 
term of service with the colours shall be com- 
plete:l. Your Committee would also recom- 
mend the further and more frequent employ- 
ment of soldiers in all industrial work inci- 
rlental to their daily life and calling.” 


Employment of Retired 


I believe the noble Marquess has tried to 
do something with a view to carrying 
into effect that recommendation, but Iam 
afraid he has not been very successful. 
Captain Maud, Brigade Major in the 
Guards, entered into communication with 
the Technical Education Board of the 
London County Council with a view to 
soldiers being admitted into the Poly- 
technics, but in the end the Technical 
Education Board were obliged to re- 
luctantly say that soldiers, or most of 
them, were too ignorant to profit by the 
education given in those institutions. 
The last paragraph in the Report of the 
Select Committee on Retired Soldiers’ 
and Sailors’ Employment is as follows 


“The Report of the Select Committee of 
1876-77, made nearly twenty years ago, dealt 
mainly with the problem how, in finding civil 
employment for soldiers and sailors, that 
particular portion of the community 
might derive some benefit. But your Com- 
mittee are of opinion that since that period, 
during which the short service system has been 
fully developed, and the labour difficulty has 
greatly increased, the question has become a 
much larger one. All authorities are agreed 
that nothing tends so much to popularise ser- 
vice in the Army as a knowledge on the part 
of those who serve that they will not find 
themselves stranded and unable to find work 
at the end of their military career. And in 
view of the growing demand for higher wages, 
side by side with the existence of purely 
voluntary service, your Committee believe that 
the recommendations they have now maide, if 
carried out in their integrity, will not only in- 
crease the self-respect and efficiency of the sol- 
lier, but will also be of great advantage to the 
State and to the country at large.” 


I do not suggest, if it is impracticable to 
do so, that the noble Marquess the 
Secretary of State for War should carry 
out the exact recommendations of the 
Committee and send soldiers to National 
schools for technical education. I draw 
the noble Marquess’s attention to the 
Report, because it proves the absolute 
necessity of something being done. If 
your Lordships will glance at the evi- 
dence you will, I think, see that the re- 
commendations of the Committee do not 
err at all in being too drastic. I shall 
only quote from the evidence of two 
Witnesses. One is Sir Charles Wilson, 


{26 Fesruary 1900} 


the late Director-General of Military 
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“ducation, and the other—even a more 
important witness still—Mr. C. 8. Loch, 
the secretary of the Charity Organisa- 
tion Society. Sir Charles Wilson was 
asked by Mr. Woodall— 


‘“ What are the opportunities enjoyed by a 
soldier of acquiring anything like a technical 
training or manual instruction ?” 


The answer given by Sir Charles Wilson 
was that— 
“The only opportunities are in the tailors’ 


—- the farriers’ classes of two months at 
Aldershot, and the regimental workshops.’ 


Captain Grice Hutchinson remarked— 


“You have spoken of technical education, 
and you have said you thought it would be a 
very good thing, with regard to the soldier ob- 


o 
taining civil employment, if some system of 
training him for a trade could be carried out 
besides what you have mentioned ? ” 


To this Sir Charles Wilson replied in the 
affirmative. He was then asked 

‘¢ Have you any idea as to how it could be 
carried out? Do you think, for instance, an 


establishment such as that at Aldershot would 
be taken up and welcomed by the soldier :” 


Sir Charles Wilson’s answer was— 


“T think the soldiers would attend in 


winter, not in summer.” 
Captain Grice Hutchinson then said— 


“You have never gone much into the ques- 
tion, I suppose; but what sort of technical 
education as you think would be most 
desirable—earpentering and shoemaking ? ” 


Sir Charles Wilson replied— 


“Carpentering, shoemaking, and smith’s 
work.” 


Mr. Woodall asked— 


« A soldier has abundant leisure and oppor- 
tunity, has he not, for spending his time profit- 
ably in such homes and institutions as exist in 
different garrison towns ?” 


The answer was— 
“ Yes, in the evenings.” 


With regard to what I may call the book- 
learning of the soldier, to which I do not 
attach so much importance as to manual 
training, Sir Charles Wilson put in an 
appendix which, I think, shows a deplor- 
able state of things. He said there was 
a steady and satisfactory increase in the 
number of men who hold first and second 
class certificates, as naturally there would 
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be, considering the general educational 
progress of the country. But he went on 
to say— 


“Qn the other hand, very little more than 
one-third of the inen hold certificates of educa- 
tion, and since the abolition of the compulsory 
education of recruits there are no means of 
aveurately ascertaining the standard of educa- 
tion of the remaining two-thirds. In 1886 
the last year in which the compulsory attend- 
ance of reeruits at school was required—no less 
than 36°48 per cent. of the recruits failed to 
obtain a fourth class certificate of education. 
The standard of knowledge implied by the 
possession of this certificate was about equal 
to Standard II. in civil schools, which children 
of eight years of age are expected to pass.” 


I now come to what I consider the most 
important evidence of all -the evidence of 
Mr. Lock, the secretary of the Charity 
rganisation Society. It appears that 
the Charity Organisation Society ap- 
pointed a special committee, which 
reported in June, 1891, on the homeless 
poor of London. In the course of their 
Report the committee said 

“In the battle of life the soldier is a feeble 
combatant. He is a man who has been 
trained np to lean so much on authority and 
discipline that when turned adrift on the 
world he is at a loss how to shift for himself.” 


That was adopted by the special com- 
mittee, and quoted from the Annual Re- 
port of a House of Shelter for 1890. 
The Report of the special committee 
goes on to say 

“It is worthy to note that, out of seventy- 
seven homeless soldiers who applied to the St. 
James's Charity Organisation Committee in 
1889, no less than thirty-six had ‘very good ’ 
discharges, a remarkable fact, even when allow- 
ance is made for the leniency with which such 
discharges are usually given. In striking con- 
trast with the number of soldiers is the absence 
of naval seamen from the homeless ranks. 
For instance, at the St. James's Charity 
Organisation Committee, which has dealt 
during the last five years with over 1,200 
homeless persons, ‘a homeless able-bodied 
seaman from the Navy’ appears to be un- 
known. 


The gist of this Report is that soldiers, 
although they are brave and disciplined, 
have but little initiative. The initiative 
has heen, so to speak, drilled out of them. 
The Report is a scathing condemnation of 
ow present system of training soldiers. 
This, however, is not the official view. 
The official view is that all is for the best, 
and that the soldier is the best possible 
person to get employment when he joins 
the Reserves. I hold in my hand a 


Lord Monkswell. 


LORDS} 
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little pamphlet called a “Guide to 
Obtaimng Civil Employment,” compiled 
for the use of soldiers about to be dis- 
charged or transferred to the Army Re- 
serve. This, I believe, is not an official 
book, but it is on sale at Aldershot, and 
therefore, [ suppose, the military autho- 
ties do not greatly object to anything 
that is said in it. I find in this book, 
which has been brought up to date—the 
edition I shall quote from is dated 1899 

a letter from the Commander-in-Chiet 
dated September 22, 1887. That letter 
still continues to be quoted, and there- 
fore, | suppose, the Commander-in-Chief 
still adheres to the opinions he then ex- 
pressed. This is an extract from his 
letter 


“There can be no doubt that the man who 
has been for six or seven years a soldier has 
learnt habits of discipline, obedience, tidiness, 
cleanliness, and punctuality, that render him 
most valuable in all positions. He has in our 
ranks been associated with men of superior 
position, and has learnt to be what I may term 
aman of the world, with bis wits and intelli- 
gence brightened and quickened in a manner 
that his brother in civil life can never aspire 
to. In fact, all round, for every occupation in 
life, he is a far more valuable workman than 
the man who has never had any military 
training.” 


Now I would ask, my Lords, how can the 
Commander-in-Chief reconcile those words 
with the Report of the Select Committee ? 
This book is on sale at Aldershot. What 
must the soldier think who buys it, and 
who sees his comrades experience the 
greatest difficulty in obtaining employ- 
ment when they join the Reserve? 
What must he think of the knowledge of 
the Commander-in-Chief of the state of 
the soldier as regards his capacity for 
civil employment when the latter is con- 
stantly told Sy employers that “ no 
soldiers need apply ” because they are not 
persons fitted for a great many of the 
occupations of civil life? The noble 
Marquess now proposes to increase the 
Regular Army. I would point out that 
any increase in the numbers of the 
Regular Army brings not only the diffi- 
culty of reeruiting, but also the difficulty 
of subsequent employment of the soldier, 
and I think that it is highly probable 
that the noble Marquess may have, 
instead of increasing the Regular Army, 
to fall hack upon making the Auxiliary 
forces more efficient. I shall not be 
sorry if he comes to that conclusion, 
because it appears to me that the lesson 
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of the war is that there is not such a very 
great difference in efficiency in the field 
between the Volunteers and the Regular 
Army as some people have supposed. The 
end of the war will bring the noble 
Marquess into contact with a very un- 
pleasant labour problem. With regard to 
the Reservists who will come back, their 
situations are mostly kept open, but they 
will displace a certain number of persons 
who will be cast upon the labour market, 
which, after a great war, is nearly always 
ina very glutted condition for unskilled 
labour ; and for Regulars the privileged 
employment which the noble Marquess is 
able to give is insufficient now and will 
he, I am afraid, at the end of the war, 
very insufficient indeed. What a 
spectacle it will be for the Secretary of 
State for War, relying on voluntary en- 
listment, to see soldiers after an arduous 
campaign compelled to take refuge in the 
workhouse or the casual ward. Such a 
scandal as that must be avoided at anv 
cost. Some of the soldiers will remain in 
the ranks one, two, three, four, or even 
five years, and they would welcome any 
instruction which fitted them for skilled 
labour when they left the colours. My 
suggestion that fatigue duties should be 
done by outside labour would relieve the 
pressure on the labour market, and, by 
giving more leisure to the soldier, would 
facilitate manual instruction. Expediency 
is not the only argument upon which | 
base my case. I call in aid of my motion 
the principle of justice. Tsay that a man 
who has voluntarily served for seven 
years in the Army—the best seven vears 
of his life —is entitled, even if it is ineon- 
venient and experisive, to have the 
opportunity in his leisure of getting the 
best available instruction in the best 
trades which it is possible to teach. I 
deeply regret that it should be left to me 
to take up the question of the education 
of the soldier. It is such an important 
and such a far reaching matter that | 
should have wished, and earnestly wished, 
that somebody of position and importance 
in your Lordships’ House had taken up 
the matter ; but as it is pressing, and as 
the noble Marquess will have the oppor- 
tunity I have stated ina short time of 
carrying into effect some of the recom- 
mendations I have read to him, I feel 
that it is absolutely incumbent on me to 
take up this matter even at the expense 
of occupying a good deal of the time of 
the noble Marquess. 


{26 Fepruary 1900} 
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Moved to resolve, That, in the opinion 
of this House, measures should be taken 
to give soldiers, on being drafted into the 
Reserve, the best chance of obtaining 
employment by providing them, previous 
to their discharge from the colours, while 
hot on active service, with the oppor- 
tunity of enjoying as large an amount of 
technical instruction as is compatible with 
the due performance of military duties, 
and that such duties should, as a tem- 
porary expedient, be lightened by the 
employment of outside labour in the dis- 
charge of fatigue work.—(Zhe Lord 
Monkswell, ) 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
My Lords, it will not be necessary for me 
to reply at any great length to the speech 
which has been delivered by the noble 
Lord opposite, because I may say, without 
affectation, that I should think as 
regards five-sixths of that speech I am 
entirely in agreement with him. I have 
always chought it would be of the 
utmost value to the Army if, while 
soldiers are serving with the colours, we 
could give them some instruction in the 
rudiments of a trade, and thereby render 
them better fitted for civil employment 
after they have left the colours. I must 
say that I was surprised when the noble 
Lord charged me with having stamped 
upon him when he made a proposal of 
this kind on some former — occa- 
sion. I certainly am = unconscious of 
having done — so. My own views 
have been very much in accord with those 
of the noble Lord, and I may add that the 
views of almost every soldier of experience 
with whom I have discussed this question 
have been such as those which he has 
quoted. But, my Lords, the question is 
a practical one. We have shown our 
desire to do what the noble Lord recom- 
mends in a very practical way, because 
last year we provided £75 in the case of 
each of a number of battalions which 
seemed tous suitable subjects for an ex- 
periment of the kind, and we gave direc- 
tions that an attempt should be made to 
give technical instruction as recommended 
by the noble Lord. Iam sorry to say 
that the result of the experiment was not 
encouraging. We have had reports on 
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the subject, and none of them have been | 


of a very favourable character. I will 
take one case as an illustration. At 
Woolwich there were exceptional facili- 
ties for carrying on work of this kind. 
But what happened at Woolwich ? At the 
beginning of the season we had forty-one 


{LORDS} 
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LorpD MONKSWELL: I am very glad 


to find that the noble Marquess has done 


men on the roll there for a course of in- } 


struction of this kind, but I am sorry to 
tell the House that at the end of the 
season forty out of the forty-one men had 
withdrawn, and there was left one 
solitary student as a monument of our 
disappointed hopes. We shall, however, 
continue the experiment, and_ shall 
spare no pains to make it successful. 
But the fact remains that it is exceedingly 
difficult to induce private soldiers, whose 
time is pretty fully taken up, to attend 
classes of this kind. I cannot help think- 
ing that the feelings of the private soldier 
are very much what I remember the 
feelings of schoolboys were at the time 
when I was a schoolboy. We were all 
of us delighted to attend classes in extra 
subjects so long as those classes were 
substituted for a part of the regular 
curriculum of the school, but the moment 
they involved any inroad on our leisure 
the whole of our desire for that particular 
form of instruction vanished most com- 
pletely. I think that is the case with 
the soldier, and when I made the obser- 
vation the other evening that I did not 
think the introduction of instruction of 
this kind was likely to be popular with 
the Army, or to encourage recruiting, 
that was what I meant. I have no doubt 
it is an excellent thing for soldiers if you 
can induce them to take it up. The 
difficulty is to find a means of inducing 
them to submit themselves to instruction. 
I heard with regret a suggestion 
in which the noble Lord seemed 
to imply that  ex-soldiers, and 
particularly Reservists, were to a great 
extent to be found among the homeless 
and destitute part of the population. I 
believe that nothing is further from the 
truth. There may, of course, always be 
found a broken-down ex-soldier in the 
asual ward of a workhouse, but it is 
more than likely that the man found in 
such a condition has been discharged from 
the Army with ignominy, and it is within 
our knowledge that when, a few weeks 
ago, we called upon the Army Reserve, 
by far the greater number of the men 
were in regular and _ well-remunerated 
employment. 

The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


something to endeavour to train the 
soldier, but he does not seem, as he says, 


to have been particularly successful. Of 


course, I shall not press my motion, but I 
should like to know whether the classes 
at Woolwich were started in the summer, 
because, if they were, it is only natural 
that soldiers would not attend. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: | 
am afraid I cannot answer that question. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: It would make 
all the difference. ‘They would not 
attend in the summer, when they have 
excessively hard work, but I suggest 
that there are dark months in the winter 
when they would be glad to attend, and 
some inducement might be given in the 
way of increased pay, prizes, etc. As 
the noble Marquess has referred to his 
school days, I should like to remind 
him that it was a very popular form of 
recreation in the school to which he 
belonged *to make use of the turning 
lathe. I find it difficult to think that 
soldiers will never take kindly to manual 
instruction, because I remember that at 
the Chelsea Military Exhibition, where 
there were a lot of exhibits made by the 
soldiers at Aldershot in workshops which 
were partly fitted up at the expense of 
the officers, those exhibits were sold for 
more than enough to pay all the ex- 
penses. I do not for a moment contend 
that the great majority of Reservists are 
homeless people. I only say that there 
were a considerable number of Reservists 
with good characters who were proved to 
be homeless people in the year 1890. | 
hope matters have improved since then. 
In 1890, while out of seventy-seven home- 
less Reservists thirty-six were found to 
have had very good characters, at the 
same period out of 1,200 persons not one 
was found to be a sailor, and I commend 
that to the serious consideration of the 
noble Marquess. I withdraw my motion. 


Motion (by leave of the House) with- 
drawn. 


LAND CHARGES BILL [H.L.]. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order); and Bill to be read 3¢ To- 
morrow. 
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SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — ROYAL |! 
GARRISON ARTILLERY — ARMA- 
MENT PAY. 
Viscount TEMPLETOWN: My 


Lords, I rise to ask the noble Marquess 
the Secretary of State for 
it is the case that ofticers of the Royal 
Garrison Artillery ordered on service to 
South Africa are deprived of armament 
pay, which is issued to all officers of this 
branch of the service both in England 


and India; whether officers of any other 
branch of Her Majesty's forces are 
deprived of any portion of their pay 


whilst in South Africa ; and whether he will 
consider the advisability of continuing the 
issue of armament pay to the officers 
concerned during their absence on active 
service in South Africa. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE 
My Lords, the armament pay to which 
the noble Lord refers was given to the 
Garrison Artillery as, I understand, a 
kind of solatium for the comparative 
irksomeness of employment in fortresses, 
and with the object of making the dis- 
mounted branch of the Artillery less 
unattractive than it might otherwise be. 
According to the letter of the Regula- 
tions, armament pay can only be drawn 
by an officer of the Garrison Artillery 
when he is employed on the duties of 
his corps, and there was consequently 
some doubt whether, when a Garrison 
Artillery officer was’ for a time employed 
with field artillery, he could be allowed 
to draw the armament pay. But I[ have 
made inquiries into the matter, and I find 
that when the particular officers to whom 
the noble Lord refers were selected for 
employment with the Field Artillery, no 
special arrangement was made with them 
in regard to the abandonment by them of 
their armament pay. That being so, I 
think there would perhaps be some hard- 
ship in depriving them of what they no 
doubt look upon as a permanent and well- 
assured part of their emoluments, and I 
have therefore arranged that their arma- 
ment pay shall be given to them. 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN : 
thank the noble Marquess for his very 
satisfactory reply. 


TREATMENT OF WOUNDED SOLDIERS 
FROM THE FRONT. 
EarL CARRINGTON : 


House adjourns I venture to interpose for 


War whether 


26 FEBRUARY 1900} 
f 


[ beg to, 


Before the | 
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African War. 


one moment to call the attention of the 
Secretary of State for War to the treat- 
ment of certain convalescent soldiers 
returned home from the front. The 
troopship “ Dunera” arrived home on 
25th January with two hundred men on 
board from Wynberg Hospital. They 
had lost all their clothing, kit, and neces- 
saries, and practically landed w vith nothing 
except the clothes they stood up in, and 
those clothes were the colonial suits that 
had been supplied to them at the Cape. 
When the men left Wynberg Hospital they 
were told that when they went to Netley 
they would receive their proper equipment 
to make good their losses. On their arrival 
they were provided with four shirts and 
four pairs of socks, each out of the Daily 
Muil “ Absent-minded Beggar” Fund. 
On Saturday two of those men, Guards- 
men, named Carey and Castle, were sent 
down from Netley to the convalescent 
hospital which has been started by Lady 
Carrington at Wycombe, appearing in the 
same clothes that they landed in on 25th 
January. All that was given them by 
the authorities at Netley was a railway 
pass—-no money and no food. Having 
been travelling from 7 a.m. till 5 p.m., they 
arrived at the convalescent hospital in a 
state of exhaustion, one man particularly 
so, as he had been severely wounded in 
the head. I have communicated with the 
commanding officer at Windsor, and 
asked him to send the men the proper 
necessaries, as they arrived without a hair 
brush, without a sponge, and without any 
of the ordinary articles of a soldier’s kit. 
I call attention to these cases because I 
feel certain the noble Marquess will at 
once give orders which will prevent other 
convalescent soldiers being subjected to 
similar treatment. This, I believe, is not 
an individual case. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: I 
will gladly make inquiries into the case, 
but it must be obvious that, not having 
received notice of the question, I am not 
in a position to state what the facts are. 
I would venture to suggest that it would 
have been better if the noble Earl had 
given notice of the question. 


House adjourned at Twenty 
minutes past Five of the 


clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten of the 
clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 26th Febyuary, 1900. 


MR. SPEAKER’S INDISPOSITION. 
The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the unavoid- 
able absence of Mr. Speaker, owing to 
indisposition : 


Whereupon Mr. JAMES WILLIAM 
LOWTHER, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and after 
Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, namely : 


City and South London Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS COMPLIED WITH; AND 
SPECIAL REPORT). 

Mr. Deputy SPEAKER laid upon the 
Table Report from the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the Bills comprised in the list 
reported by the Chairman of Ways and 
Means as intended to originate in the 
House of Lords, they have certified that 
the Standing Orders have been complied 
with in the following cases, namely 


Folkestone, Hythe 
Tramroads. 


Hammond (G, H.) Company. 


Sandgate, and 


And that they have made a Special 
Report in the following case, namely :— 


Great Grimsby Street Tramways. 


Ordered, that the Special Report be 
referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders. 
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gy A ah BILLS (PETITION FOR ADDI 

TIONAL — PROVISION) (STANDING 

ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Deputy SPEAKER laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the Petition for additional Pro- 
vision in the following Bill, the St: nding 
Orders have not been complied with, 
namely :— 


West Ham Corporation Bill. 
Ordered, that the Report be referred 


to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH.) 
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER laid upon the 

Table Report from one of the Examiners 

of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 

case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
the Standing Orders have not been com- 
plied with, namely :— 
Christchurch, Bournemouth, and Win- 
ton Tramways Bill. 


Ordered, that the Report be“referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


BELFAST AND COUNTY DOWN RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 

CHESHIRE LINES COMMITTEE BILL. 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 
LANCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, 
AND YTAST COAST RAILWAY BILL, 
MAIDENHEAD GAS BILL. 
MID-KENT WATER BILL. 
VALE OF or LIGHT RAILWAY 


ahs. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL (BY ORDER). 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Sir FREDERICK DIXON - HART- 
LAND (Middlesex, Uxbridge) move ed : 
“That this House is of opinion that it is 
undesirable to sanction a Bill to enable a 
London vestry to build upon allotment 
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gardens, which serve the purposes of an 
open space in a densely populated dis- 
trict.” In doing so, he said he was very 
much surprised that the London County 
Council, which had hitherto put them- 
selves forward as champions, and, in fact, 
had been the champions. of open spaces 
in London, should have taken this course 
and tried to destroy about eleven acres of 
open space in one of the most densely 
populated districts of the metropolis. He 
was also surprised when he was told that 
there were gentlemen in that House who 
had been accustomed to speak in favour 
of open spaces, and who had been among 
the greatest advocates of such spaces in 
the past, and had done great benefit to 
London by insisting upon their being 
maintained, who were now going to speak 
in favour of a scheme which, in his 
opinion, would destroy one of the most 
important open spaces that existed. He 
wanted to know why the London County 
Council had taken up this position, and 
what there was behind the Bill of which 
they had no knowledge, because he could 
not find in any shape or form that the 
London County Council had anything 
whatever to do with the Latchmere allot- 
ments. It had nothing to do with them 
at the present moment; the property 
belonged to Lord Spencer, and it was only 
given by him to the parish for certain 
uses. The effect of the proposal of the 
London County Council would be to 
(ivert it from those uses. And why ? 
Evidently the Loéhdon County Council 
did not want to do certain work them- 
selves ; they wanted the vestry of Batter- 
sea to do it, but they thought that as the 
Battersea Vestry might not be able 
to launch the matter successfully in 
the House of Commons, they had 
hetter father the scheme and bring it 
forward. A scheme very similar to this 
Was promoted in 1887, and the opposition 
to it was so strong that it was never 
brought up for Second Reading ; it was, 
in fact, laughed out of the House of 
Commons, which would not have it in 
any shape or form. If the Battersea 
Vestry wished to build houses for the 
working-classes, surely there was plenty 
of land in Battersea to be obtained for 
such a purpose, and why then should the 
vestry not obtain that land in a proper 
Way instead of endeavouring to filch it from 
the people and depriving them of their 
open spaces? He was told that if the 
House of Commons should decide in 
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‘favour of his Amendment, the effect 
would he to destroy the whole General 
Powers Bill of the London County’ 
Council. Well, that was: not his affair: 
If they chose for any improper or wrong 
reason to father'ascheme which was not 
acceptable to the House, they must take 
the consequences. But he would put this 
to them. If they would withdraw this 
particular clause -—— this particular ob- 
jectionable power to take this land for 
these purposes—from the Bill, he would 
offer no objection to their Bill going 
through. He was only objecting to it 
on this, and on no other ground. He 
could not see any reason why they should 
father this scheme at all. Why should 
it not be brought forward as a separate 
measure, and then it could he dealt with 
on its merits in the House of Commionis ” 
In 1876 the House of Commons dis- 
cussed this question, and Parliament laid 
it down as a rule that common land 
allotted for public purposes should not be 
diverted from such purposes except for 
recreation grounds and gardens. Now, if 
it was the case that this land could not 
be used for allotment purposes, let it go 
hack to its original uses; let it be dealt 
with as a common open space, but do not 
try and deprive the people of seven and 
a half acres of land, and allow them only 
four acres for an open space. They were 
told that the only object of the Bill was 
to get rid of the claims of the allottees 
who were in possession of the land. In 
the notice hon. Members had received, it 
was admitted that there were prohibitions 
from erecting habitations upon this land, 
and the vestry also admitted that unless 
they could get this Bill passed, they 
would not be able to do as they wished 
with the land. They wanted to remove 
the restrictions which now rested upon it ; 
they wanted to get rid of the legal restric- 
tions, and he was opposing the Bill in 
order to prevent them doing so. It was 
said that the allottees were not particu- 
larly anxious about this matter, but 
then they were poor men who had not 
the power or money to appeal to the 
House of Commons in order to defend 
their own interests, and to fight for their 
own rights. That being so, they ran the 
risk of being dispossessed. There were, 
he was told, 108 allottees holding the land 
at the present moment, and of these 108 
no fewer than ninety-two had petitioned 
the House of Commons to prevent this 
open space being taken away from them. 
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It would be stated that some of this land 
was not used for allotment gardens, but 
that rubbish was shot upon it. His 
answer was that the vestry were acting in 
an illegal manner, and that they had no 
business to throw any rubbish upon this 
land, which was to be set apart for 
garden allotments, and if the vestry 
pleaded that they were doing an illegal 
action, and that in consequence thereof 
they should be allowed to alter the pur- 
poses to which this land was originally 
devoted, he did not think that such a 
plea would commend itself to the House 
of Commons. It was all very well for 
them to seck to get rid of their legal 
liabilities in order that they might do 
what they liked with the land. They 
said they were quite willing to bring the 
matter before a Committee of the House 
of Commons to decide upon the scheme 
in its entirety, but he would point out in 
reply to that that a Committee would 
have no power whatever to go into any 
alternative scheme. Its duty would be 
to examine this particular proposal, and 
to say whether it was a proper one. 
These eleven and a half acres are situated 
in one of the most densely populated 
parts of London—a part lying be- 
tween Clapham and Wandsworth 
and the Thames. It was a_ very 
lowly situated neighbourhood, and it 
was important that it should have air in 
the same way as other parts of the 
metropolis. It would be just as right to 
give powers to take a part of Hampstead 
Heath or Battersea Park to be built on 
as it was to suggest that this open space 
should be utilised for the purpose of 
building workmen’s dwellings, and he 
hoped that the Members of the House 
would not allow any such arrangement 
to be carried out. The House of Com- 
mons would be taking upon itself a 
great responsibility if it should deprive 
London of what was known as one of 
its “lungs.” Some Members represent- 
ing constituencies in the south of 
London were, he understood, going to 
speak in favour of this scheme, and no 
doubt, in view of the overcrowed nature 
of their constituencies they would like to 
see these dwellings built, but it was 
their duty, notwithstanding such a de- 
sire, to strictly preserve the lands allotted 
in the past to be retained as open 
spaces. The vestry, in their statement 
of the reasons for bringing forward 
this Bill, made a singular remark. They 
Sir Frederick Dizxon-Hartland, 
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said that they were perfectly prepared 
to agree ‘to the abstract proposition in 
favour of open spaces. Well, he never 
yet met a thief who was not also  will- 
ing, when brought before a magistrate, 
to say that he was quite prepared to 
agree to the abstract proposition that 
stealing was wrong, so long as it was 
not applied to his own case. It seemed 
to him that the London County 
Council were putting forward a similar 
abstract proposition, and were asking the 
House of Commons to accept it. He 
hoped the House would remain true to 
its ancient traditions, and would prevent 
this space being taken from the people. 


*Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire’ 
Northwich) hoped that the House would 
consent to the motion of his hon. friend, 
because he was of opinion that the action 
now taken by the London County 
Council was one unworthy —he would not 
say of the County Council—but  un- 
worthy of London. It would in fact 
set a very bad precedent. He was very 
glad to hear his hen. friend speak of the 
London County Council as having been 
champions in the past of open spaces, and 
he hoped that the House would that day 
encourage the County Council in the 
course which up till now it had adopted. 
It had put forward year after year, with 
pardonable pride, a statement of the 
number of acres that had been secured 
for open spaces for the people of London, 
and he would ask th€® London County 
Council now to withdraw this proposal, 
hecause if they did not do so, and if they 
succeeded in,carrying the present scheme 
they would hereafter have to publish the 
fact-that while they had secured so 
many acres in such and such a district as 
open spaces for the public of London, 
they had also in the parish of Battersea 
diverted so many acres from such a pwr 
pose, and therefore their total must be 
reduced to that extent. It will be ssid, 
on behalf of the London County Council, 
that this space in Battersea was unfit for 
allotments, because the Battersea Vestry 
had shot rubbish on the ground. It was 
perhaps unfit, and it probably had become 
unfit by reason of the vestry having thus 
shot rubbish upon it, but if they 
had not done so the ground would, no 
doubt, have been fit for allotments. He 
trusted that the rational zeal of the 
London County Council for the housing 
of the working classes would be encou- 
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raged, but that it would take this form 
-not to provide houses in which 
people are piled seven layers high on 
top of one another, but to persuade the 
working Classes to take advantage of the 
rapid and cheap means of locomotion pro- 
vided by the County Council to live a 
little way out of London. It was stated 
that the freeholder-—not the present Lord 
Spencer, but Lord Spencer’s predecessor 
-handed over this space, under the Poor 
Law Relief Act, for the use of the poor. 


sir FREDERICK DIXON-HART- 
LAND: And only for that. 


*Sir JOHN BRUNNER: And if he 
were not mistaken, the present Lord 


Spencer had not parted with the freehold. 
He wished to be informed whether the 
London County Council had done his 
Lordship the courtesy to ask him whether 
he intended or wished to part with it. 


sin) FREDERICK = DIXON-HART- 
LAND: I am told that the land reverts 
to Lord Spencer if it is not used for the 
purposes to which it was originally dedi- 
cated. 


*Sirn JOHN BRUNNER feared that a 
Bill like the present would override Lord 
Spencer’s rights as a freeholder. For 
reasons which seemed to him to be excel- 
lent, he should vote for the motion of his 
hon. friend, and he trusted it would prove 
acceptable to the House. 


Amendment proposed— 


* To leave out all the words after the word 
‘That,’ in order to insert : ‘That this House is 
of opinion that it is undesirable to sanction a 
Bill to enable a London vestry to buiid upon 
allotment gardens, which serve the purposes of 
an open space in a densely populated district.’ ” 
—(Siv FB. Divon-Hartland.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
he had very little difticulty in subscribing 
to the abstract theory promulgated by the 
hon. Member wha had moved the rejec- 
tion of the clause as to the necessity for 
the House of Commons to be very careful 
ahout parting with open spaces. All the 


hon. Member had said approving the 
County Council’s efforts on behalf of parks 
wid open spaces he cordially endorsed. 
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But the hon. Member did not tell the 
House of Commons that it was in the in- 
terests not only of open spaces in London 
but of open spaces in Battersea especially 
that this clause had been introduced into 
the Bill. He would not associate himself 
with any movement that had for its object 
the deprivation of a single acre of open 
spaces in London. He had had the 
pleasure for fifteen or sixteen years of 
working with Lord’ Meath on behalf of 
both the Commons Protection and the 
Metropolitan Gardens Associations. But 
even in the promotion of these excellent 
objects it had been found necessary to use 
discrimination at times, and he thought 
he would be able to show that in this 
particular case such — discrimination, 
was not apparent. What were the 
facts? They had in the parish 
ot Battersea eleven acres of land mis- 
called allotments, and more than_ half 
of that acreage was at present used by 
the local authority as a slop shoot. What 
the parish of Battersea wished to do 

and men on both sides of polities, includ- 
ing the overseers, were unanimous in 
supporting it—was that instead of a 
portion of this land being used as a slop- 
shoot and the remainder being devoted 
to the cultivation of consumptive cab- 
bages, ax well as constituting a rendezvous. 
for dead dogs and cats, nearly four acres 
of it should be converted into a recreation 
ground for children, five acres should be 
used for the erection of artisans’ dwellings, 
not piled one on top of the other to the 
extent of seven stories had been 
suggested, but workmen’s cottages of two 
or three tenements only, and that the 
remaining two acres should be utilised as 
roads. In order to bring that about, the 
London County Council had included the 
scheme as a passenger in its.General Powers 
Omnibus Bill. He wished at once to 
say that the Battersea Vestry unanimously 
supported it, so did the overseers and the 
local clergy as represented by Canon Clarke, 
while the Parks Committee of the London 
County Council and the Housing and 
Small Holdings Committees of the same 
body also approved it. If the facts were 
would 


as 


known _ there be no surprise 
felt at the proposal to — utilise 
five acres of this land. for artisans’ 
dwellings. It might not be generally 


known to the House that the land was 
situated only 300 yards from Battersea 
Park, which was 200 acres in extent and 
two and a quarter miles round. Seeing 
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that such a park was so close to the 
Latchmere allotments, there surely was 
no pressing need for the land to be 
retained as an open space. More than 
that, in Clapham Common they had 
another 220 acres of open space, and at 
Wandsworth a further 183 acres, all in 
the same parish. In addition, they had 
three small recreation grounds and five or 
six gymnasiums, covered or open. He 
now came to the suggestion that the 
allottees were strongly opposed to the 
scheme. The hon. Member had made 
much of a petition he had got from those 
llottees. 


sm FREDERICK DIXON-HART- 
LAND: I had nothing to do with 


getting it. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: I didn't say you 
had, 


Sin) FREDERICK DIXON-HART- 
LAND: You said I had got it. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: Well, the hon. 
Member made much of a petition sup- 
posed to come from the allottees, and he 
said that of 108 allotment holders ninety- 
two had petitioned against that clause. 
Well, he examined the tenants’ book at 
the Town Hall on Saturday last and 
found that out of ninety-two signing the 
petition thirty-seven only were genuine 
tenants and the remainder were not allot- 
tees at all. The hon. Member had sug- 
gested that this was a densely populated 
district. Now he shared with the hon. 
Member for Clapham the distinction of 
representing the parish of Battersea in 
that House, and he strongly resented the 
suggestion, as he was sure his colleague 
would do, that Battersea was either in- 
sanitary, overcrowded, or densely popu- 
lated. He would prove this by simple 
figures. The Central District of London 
had 9,150 persons per acre of open spaces. 
West London had 943 persons per acre, 
while Battersea had only 286 persons per 
acre of open spaces. How then could it 
he said that Battersea was densely popu- 
lated and insanitary, or that it wanted 
more Open spaces, seeing that it contained 
more such spaces than any other parish 
in the whole county of London! Thanks 
in no small measure to that fact they had 
one of the lowest death rates in the whole 
Metropolis. With all these advantages 
why should this particular piece of land 
Mr. John Burns. 
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be reserved as an exclusive nuisance for 
ninety-two persons? He appealed to the 
House of Commons, in view of the in- 
creasing necessity to do something for the 
housing of the London poor, to allow this 
clause to pass, and, instead of allowing 
these eleven acres to be used as dune 
heaps and slop shoots, to convert a smal] 
portion of the land into a_ recreation 
ground and to devote the remainder 
to the erection of cottage property for the 
artisan and labouring classes, which was 
especially needed in that district, in view 
of the fact that the London and South 
Western Railway Company were about to 
pulldown no fewer than 680 houses. He did 
not believe that any injustice would be done 
to Battersea by the proposal contained in 
this clause, and he therefore hoped that 
the House would reject the Amendment 
of the hon. Member for Uxbridge. 


*Mr. THORNTON (Clapham) said he 
was extremely sorry to find himself 
opposed to the hon. Baronet the Member 
for Uxbridge in this matter. He was sure 
that if the hon. Member only knew the 
real facts he would see that he had beei 
acting under a misapprehension, and one 
which would be natural to anyone not 
familiar with Battersea. Could he, for 
instance, locate the spot at which the 
land was situated whereon it was  sug- 
gested workmen's dwellings might he 
erected without building on the Latch- 
mere Allotments? = The hon. Baronet 
must surely have been misinformed by 
those who alleged that an alterna- 


tive site existed. He, having some 
knowledge of Battersea, opposed this 
motion for several reasons. In the first 


place he was a resident of the neighbour- 
hood, and had cognizance of the needs of 
the people, and he was perfectly sure that 
one of the things most desired was 
additional land for the housing of the 
poor. The Latchmere allotments were 
only 315 yards from Battersea Park, and 
they were within half a mile of Clapham 
Common. They were also within measur- 
able distance of Wandsworth Common, and 
the parish was therefore exceptionally 
well situated as regarded open spaces. 
They had a greater need for houses for 
the working classes, for there were two 
schemes on foot, one of which would dis- 
possess many of the railway men now 
living at Nine Elms, a district described by 
Charles Booth as one of the poorest districts 
in London. A number of gas men would 
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also be deprived of their homes by a 
projected improvement, and anyone who 
knew what it was for a man to stand 
eight hours before a retort would not 
think of suggesting that he should he 


County of London 


called upon to travel ten or twelve 
miles into the country in order to 
get to his home. It was in the 


interests of his own constituents, and of 
some of the very poorest among them, 
that he asked the House to reject the 
motion of his hon. friend. If the hon. 
Baronet would like to get an idea of 
the real character of these allotments he 
would be very glad to entertain him at 
luncheon one morning and drive him over 
to see them, for he was sure he would 
then realise that he had been acting under 
a misapprehension, and would withdraw 
this motion. In 1887, when the question 
came before Parliament, he—the hon. 
Member for Clapham was vicar’s 
churchwarden at Battersea, and in such 
capacity. supported the scheme, and 
wished he had then been able to lift up 
his voice in Parliament on its behalf. 


*COLONEL HUGHES (Woolwich) said 
that the public had at present no right 
to stand on any part of the area referred 
to. Owing to the proximity of Battersea 
Park it was not required as an open 
space, but under the Bill additional 
dwellings would be built on it, and a real 
open space of four acres would be pro- 


vided for cricket. The motion of 
the hon. Member, if carried, would 
destroy the whole Bill, which would 


be a great misfortune to London, He 
was, therefore, surprised that the hon. 
Member was not content in moving his 
Instruction instead of going to the root of 
the Bill. The discussion was premature, 
and he did not think any hon. Member 
would support the motion. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the London County Council 
(General Powers) Bill to leave out Part 7 
of the Bill as opposed to the principle ot 
open spaces. ° 


*COLONEL HUGHES said that Part 7 
did not allude exclusively to the question 
of allotments. The latter part referred 
to other land for other purposes. 
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*Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: If the 
Instruction is opposed it must go over to 
another day. 


*CoLONEL HUGHES: I withdraw, Sir. 


Question put, and negatived. 





AND BRUSH 
LIGHTING 


COUNTY OF LONDON 
PROVINCIAL ELECTRIC 
BILL (BY ORDER). 

Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.) said the object of the Bill was to 
amalgamate eight or more important 
undertakings ito one gigantic concern. 
Powers were asked to establish some cen- 
tral generating stations and to link up the 
scattered portions of the area of supply, 
the latter object involving the laying of 
new lines and the consequent breaking 
up of streets in six districts in 
London, in which at present the com- 
pany had no stundi whatever, 
namely Islington, Shoreditch, Battersea, 
Lambeth, Bermondsey, and Whitechapel. 
At present Shoreditch supplied its own 
electricity, and yet the people of that dis- 
trict would be required under the Bill to 
submit without any compensation to the 
inconvenience of having their streets 
broken up, and to the company occupying 
spaces on the streets, not for the pur- 
pose of supplying Shoreditch but some 
other district beyond it with electricity. 
The company ought not to have such 
powers without the sanction of the local 
authority. There were other considera- 
tions connected with the Bill of an even 
more important character. The company 
was really trying to drive a coach and six 
through the existing electric —light- 
ing code and if it sueceeded other 
companies would — follow — in _ its 
wake. The passing of the present 
Bill would practically mean the repeal of 
the electric lighting code. At present a 
company could not obtain powers to 
supply electric lighting without the 
consent of the local authorities, though it 
was within the power of the Board of 
Trade to grant such powers by Provisional 
Order to be confirmed by Parliament if the 
local authorities withheld their consent un- 
reasonably, but only in very exceptional 
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cases did the Board of Trade override the 
wishes of the local authorities. There- 
fore, no company had a right to invade 
the area of a local authority without their 
consent. The company was_ breaking 
faith with the local authorities who 
might desire to exercise their powers 
of purchase, because the present Bill 
would render such powers illusory. The 
local authorities really consented to the 
various undertakings on the understand- 
ing that they were to be separate and self 
contained, in order that the option of pur- 
chase might be capable of being exercised. 
The Bill would practically render that 
option illusory, hecause under it several 
areas would be supplied by one generating 
station, and instead of several undertak- 
ings there would he one gigantic concern. 
One section of the Biil was very insidious. 
It provided that the company might make 
and publish one annual statement of 
accounts for the whole of its undertakings 
instead of an annual statement for 
each separate undertaking. That was 
in effect a repeal of Section 9 
of the Electric Lighting Act, 1882, 
and was of vital importance, — be- 
cause it would upset the deliberate policy 
of Parliament, and throw great difficulties 
in the way of the option to purchase 
being exercised. The promoters of the 
Bill appealed to the recommendations of 
the Joint Committee of 1898, but those 
recommendations were to a great extent 
discredited by the rejection of the General 
Powers Distribution Bill last session. 
Similar proposals had already been sub- 
mitted to Parliament. A Bill substan- 
tially the same—indeed, almost identical- 
with the present Bill passed its Second 
Reading last session, but the Committee 
subsequently found that the preamble was 
not proved. The preamble in the present 
Bill was identical with that which was 
rejected. Under such circumstances was 
it right to read the Bill a second time, 
and to put the local authorities to the 
expense of resisting it before a Committee ! 
In these circumstances, having regard 
specially to the fact that the company had 
its opportunity last session, and failed to 
satisfy the Committee of this House that 
the statements made in the preamble 
were well founded ; and these statements 
being identically the same in the Bill now 
before the House, he thought he had 
shown good grounds why the House 
should reject its Second Reading, and he 
moved accordingly. 


Mr. Pickersgill. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Pickersgqill.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
said he supported very strongly the 
motion for the rejection of the Bill, which 
seemed to him, like many others, an 
attempt to evade, or rather to override, by 
private legislation, the general law of the 
land, and especially in this case to escape 
the provisions of the Electric Lighting 
Acts, which required the consent of the 
local authority for the purpose of carry- 
ing out their provisions. The powers 
sought by the Bill were extremely 
strong. In the first place, by applying the 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, it pro- 
posed to take property compulsorily and 
also water rights from the Regent’s Canal, 
and yet in almost the next clause it was 
sought to escape from the provision of the 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act which 
secured that where there was severance the 
whole property should be taken. That 
was, of course, a clause which would be 
a great disadvantage to landowners. 
Then the Bill authorised the breaking up 
of streets, not only to lay the mains, 
but to alter and repair them from time to 
time. He need hardly point out the in- 
convenience of different authorities under- 
taking that work. But in the present 
case an exceptional injustice was to be 
perpetrated, because powers were sought 
to break up the streets in districts, not of 
supply, where a benefit was to be given 
and where a burden might on that account 
be submitted to, but in the intervening 
districts, which had no interest what- 
ever in the work. Then the Bill evaded 
the provision of the Electric Lighting Act 
by which the consent of the local 
authority was necessary if the proceeding 
adopted was by Provisional Order, except 
that there was a right of appeal to the 
Board of Trade on the ground that the 
local authority was unreasonable. Again, 
he would point out that if a company 
elected to proceed by Bill instead of 
Provisional Order, it was only fair 
that they should be brought under the 
same Standing Orders of the House 
as those that regulated tramway com- 
panies, under which the consent of the 
local authority must be obtained if 
procedure by Bill was adopted. This 
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was a matter of infinite importance in 
local government. Local authorities 
supplied electricity themselves, and there 
was no valid reason why their streets 
should be under any other jurisdiction 
than themselves. It had heen argued 
that these large means of producing 
electricity were beneficial. Electrica 
experts, however, hold that beyond a 
certain point of capacity there was no 
advantage whatever in these large aggre- 
gations of power; but that, on the con- 
trary, they were a source of some dis- 
advantages. Then it was an evil that 
these powerful private companies were 
able to exercise a pressure upon con- 
sumers which was at variance with public 
policy. There was a case within his own 
personal experience the other day in 
which a large and powerful company said 
to all its consumers that they must submit 
to take a changed current of 200 volts 
or pay the maximum charge of &d., 
whereas the current might, and ought to 
he, supplied at 43d., as in the City of 
London and elsewhere. The local authori- 
ties were those which had the interests of 
the community most at heart, which were 
representative of the consumers, and which 
were most disinterested in the matter, and 
their consent and approval ought to be 
required instead of being dispensed with 
as was sought to be done under this Bill. 


Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth) said that 
all the reasons—-if they could be called 
reasons—given for the rejection of this 
bill afforded, in his view, no ground for 
the House departing from the ordinary 
principle of referring-the Bill to the ordi- 
nary Committee. None of the grounds 
put before the House by the mover and 
seconder was the House perfectly com- 
petent to discuss ; whereas a Committee 
could proceed to ascertain the merits of the 
whole question. The House itself could not 
tuke evidence on the merits of the case, or 
to disprove the allegations of the hon. 
Member who had spoken, and it would 
be an intrusion on the time and attention 
of the House if he were to attempt to do 
so. It was said that one of the clauses of 
the Bill was an attempt to override the 
law of the land, because it adopted the 
provisions of the Lands Clauses Consoli- 
dation Act as to compulsory powers for 
taking property. He did not see how 
that was; it was only a provision to take 


advantage of a general Act passed in | 
1845 for the purpose of obtaining land 
VOL. LXXIX. 
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for public purposes. The seconder of the 
Amendment suggested that while seeking 
for compulsory power to take land, the 
company asked to be exempted from the 
ordinary conditions that if they wanted 
one piece of land they must take the whole. 
But that was a matter of detail which 
the Committee could best deal with. 
There were an ample number of _pre- 
cedents given by the House in Acts of 
Parliament passed in former years in 
which this exemption was granted ; and 
he saw no reason why exemption should 
not be allowed in this case. But even if 
there were no precedents, the Committee 
might be trusted todo its duty. Another 
point taken was that the Bill exempted 
the company from the obligation, under the 
Electric Lighting Act of 1892, to render 
separate accounts for each undertaking, 
but when the Bill came before the Com- 
mittee, if sufficient reason was not given 
why the company should not render 
separate accounts for each undertaking, 
the Committee could impose that con- 
dition. Then there was an objection that 
power should be given to the company to 
break up the streets in intervening dis- 
tricts. At the first blush, that did strike 
one as being a little strong; but Parlia- 
ment, in its wisdom, had already granted 
such power to private undertakings, and 
he saw no reason why identical facilities 
should not be given in this case, so that 

the undertaking could be carried out in 

the most economical fashion and on the 

most approved system. At all events, 

whether this power was right or not, it 

was a matter which would get equal 

justice from the Committee as from the 

House. He asked the House to pass 

the Order for the Second Reading and 

allow the Bill to go to the Committee. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said that as a re- 
presentative of what was called by the Bill 
an “intervening district,” he wished to say 
a few words in support of the hon. Mem- 
hers for Bethnal Green and South Islington. 
It was «a matter of regret to him that this 
Bill had been put down for that day, and 
that it could not have been postponed 
until after the decision of the House 
on other Bills which raised the same 
principle and which came on next 
Thursday. This Bill raised the question 
of intervening areas, which was a vital 


| matter that the House of Commons ought 


to closely safeguard. If a local authority 
came to the House of Commons to get 
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power to supply electricity, it was con- 
fined to its statutory area, and very pro- 
perly too. And if a private company 
came to the House and asked for powers 
to override the general law, and to break 
up the streets of a district which they 
were not going to supply with electric 
light—all for the profit of the private 
company and at the expense of the rate- 
payers of that area—then that was a 
principle the House ought to oppose. 
Another objection was that a conference 
of the local authorities of London had 
met and decided with unanimity that the 
Bill was against the general interests of 
the highways and streets administration. 
Last year the Committee of the House 
of Commons threw out the Bill, and 
would not have anything to do with it, 
because it invaded the principles which 
had been laid down with respect to areas. 
The Bill sought power to pull down 


County of London 


workmen’s houses, but its housing scheme , 


was very defective and did not comply 
with the Standing Orders. He further 
objected to the Bill because it sought to 
abstract water from the river Wandle 
(which never had as much water as it 
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| for doing that where the electric light and 
| power plants had been purely local con- 
‘cerns. Obviously a new difficulty would 

be introduced into the matter if the local 

plants were to be amalgamated, and the 
‘municipal authorities had to deal, not 
/with a local concern, but with one great 
'amalgamation. He could not entirely free 
| his mind from the suspicion that one of 
| the underlying motives of the promoters of 
' the Bill was to “ head off” municipal com- 
| petition. Tosome extent he was justified in 
_ that view by the fact that in many districts 
‘in the East of London companies had 
obtained powers and had gone no further. 
As the new municipalities would blossom 
forth in November, he urged upon the 
House not to allow this company to 
create an amalgamation which would 
make the acquisition of electric plants hy 
‘local authorities more difficult, if not im- 
possible. In his opinion the new munici- 
yal governments would, if given a fair 
chance, be able to establish a_ useful, 
economical, and possibly profitable, local 
electric plant, and he hoped that the 
House would allow the Bill to go over at 
any rate for the present. ; 


| 
| 
| 
| 


should have) and was against the interests | 


of the taxpayers. There was not a single 
clause in the Bill about the failure of 
electric lighting which had taken place. 
Recently there had been in Marylebone, 
Kensington, and Westminster a deficiency 
of electric light supply, and there was no 
remedy as against the company. The 
House ought not to allow any electric light 
Bill to go through, unless there was some 
protection for the electric light consumer 
in the event of the electric supply failing. 
If the company got the powers asked for, 
it would use them in the most arbitrary 
fashion. Its conduct in his own district 
had been referred to by Lord Justice 
Vaughan Williams as “ lawless and high- 
handed.” 


*Mr. MARKS (Tower Hamlets, St. 
George’s) said that in November the 
new municipal bodies would come into ex- 
istence. 
the new bodies, and not the least of them 
had reference to electric lighting and 
electric power facilities. The question of 


electrie lighting had lately occupied a | 


great measure of public attention. In 


many districts applications had been made | 


to take over the electric light and power 
plants as part of the municipal under- 
taking, and facilities had been afforded 
Mr. John Burns. 


Great things had been hoped of | 


| Sm J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said he had neo interest in the Bill. 
It was urged that the Bill should 
be thrown out because a Bill for general 
electric powers had been thrown out last 
j year. In last year’s Bill he took some 
interest. Great objections were enter- 
tained to it by municipalities because 
| powers were given to the company to use 
' compulsory powers in areas in which the 
municipalicies had already set up their 
electric light. That was a very different 
thing from the present Bill, which simply 
sought to extend the powers already 
granted to the company. The head and 
|front of the Bill’s offence was that it 
| desired to take power to carry its mains 
through districts which had an electric 
| system of their ewn. It did not seek to 
compete with local municipalities. This 
| Bill differed from other Bills that had 
' been before the House in that, in addition 
| to electricity for the purpose of lighting, 
| it embraced electricity for the purpose of 
| motive power. He ventured to suggest 
that the House should not refuse the 
| Bill a Second Reading. 


i 
| 


|. Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.) said 
name appeared on the Bill, although 
lo was not interested in the company 
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promoting the Bill. 
that he should have risen but for the 
remark which fell from the hon. Member 
for Battersea when he said the company 


was coming to the House to over-ride the | 


decision of Parliament. The hon. Mem- 
her spoke of this company as being 
desirous to break up the streets of dis- 
tricts which it had no power to supply 
with energy or electric light. During last 
session two electric lighting companies 
obtained Bills which gave them power to 
pass through districts to which they 
were not authorised to supply light 
or energy. This particular company sup- 
plied districts on the north and south of 


the Thames, and they were not able to get | 


from one district to another without going 
to Parliament for powers. The 


126 Fepruary 1900} 


He did not know | 
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it was true that this Bill was thrown out 
last year by the Committee, that was no 
reason why they should reject the Second 
Reading. He hoped the House would 
not depart from its usual custom of giving 
the company a chance of stating their 
case before the Committee. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 


Electric Lighting, &e. 


(Tower 


| Hamlets, Poplar) said this Bill was sub- 


stantially the same as the one introduced 
last session, therefore he thought they 
were entitled to have some indication of 
the views of the Government on this 
measure. This Bill contained identically 


| the same principle as that dealt with in 


the very much larger and far-reaching 


| measure which would have to be discussed 


conse- | 


quence was they were obliged to establish | 


generating stations, and were not able to 
economise in the way they desired in the 
interests of the public. The Bill only 
facilitated the distribution of electric 
energy in districts in respect of which 
Provisional Orders had been obtained. 
They would not interfere with any right 
or power possessed by any municipality 
or local body. As to the desirability of 
local authorities supplying electric light 
or energy, they would have been in dark- 
ness still if electric lighting had been left 
to local bodies, and it was owing to the 
enterprise of these companies that they 


when they came to deal with the Bill for 
generating electricity. That was a prin- 
ciple which the House ought to decide 
before adopting this Dill. He did not 
think they ought to do anything which 
would handicap the new municipalities 
about to be formed. This company would 


‘never have been given powers upon 


previous occasions if the House had 
thought they were endeavouring to set 
up a large monopoly and establishing a 
great rival to local authorities. Under 
the circumstances he hoped the House 
would reject this Bill, in order that the 
general question might be considered. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 105 ; Noes, 


now possessed so good a light. Athough , 147. (Division List No. 41.) 
AYES. 


Aird, John 
Anstruther, H. T. 


} Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
' Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Knowles, Lees 





Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W. W B( Hants. 
Bill, Charles 

Blundelt, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 


Bowles,T. Gibson(King’sLynn | 


Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbysh’e] 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Coddington, Sir William 
Covhill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin ‘Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘Cross, Herbert:S. (Bolton) 


| Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. | 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
| Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam H. 
| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
| Fardell, Sir T. George 


| Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Mane’r) | 


Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
| Finch, George H. 
| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Fison, Frederick William 
Gedge, Sydney 
| Gilliat, John Saunders 
| Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


| Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | 


Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Hamilton. Rt. Hn. Lord George | 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Helder, Augustus 


| Hill, Rt. Hn. A.Staveley (Staffs | 


| Howard, Joseph 

| Hozier, Hon. FamesHenryCecil 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 

| Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 

| Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
' Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


oP 2 


Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, SirEDurning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants.) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Marray,RtHnAtiraham (Bute 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Da: lingt’n 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, Rich(Lanes Newt'n 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Major Frederic C. 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T.(Hartlepool 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. tt 
Round, James 
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Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 























































Abraham, William(Cork,N. FE. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asquith, Rt. Hn Herbert Henry 
Austin, yea Jolin (Yorkshire) 
jailey, James (Walworth) 
Baker, Sir John 
jarlow. John Emmott 
Bartley, George C.'T. 
Bhownagzree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michel 
Billson, Alfred 
Blake. Edward 
Bryce. Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, T hom: is Ryburn 
Burns, Jolin 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir HH, 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R.F. (N. Lanes.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glase’w 
Cornwallis, PiennesStanley W. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Curran. Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalbiac, Colonel P. Hugh 
Dalziel, . James Henry 
Davies. M. Vaughan ardig’n) 
Dilke. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. ©. 
Dous rlas, Chas. M. 
Doxtford, Sir Wim. 
Drage, Geoftrey 
Duneombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Evershed, Sydney 
+ ‘aber, George Denison 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Ik ‘arrell, James 
Fenwick, Charles 


(Lanark) 
‘Theodore 


Main Question, 
agreed to. 


CHRISTCHURCH, 
AND WINTON 
Petition for Bill ; 


P. (Cavan, W.) 


as amended, put, 


Second Reading put off for six months, , 
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Smith, Abel H. (Christehureh) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarksh 
Strutt, Hon, Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. H. Napier 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


NOES. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, 


Gold, Charles 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gull, Sir Cameron 


| Hanson, Sir Reginald 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Win. 


| Harwood, George 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick. Thomas Chas. H. 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 


Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 


! Houston, R. P. 


Howell, William Tudor 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson E. 


| King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut-General 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese.SirJosephl.( Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn- (Swan. 
Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

Maedona. John Cumming 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Massey. Mainwaring, HnW.F. 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W. (Yorks. 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Milbank,SirPow!'ttChas.J ohn 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Monk, Charles James 


Montagu, Sir 8S. (Whitechapel | 


Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 


and 





Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
_Gartit, William 
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Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, RtHnE. R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. S.- 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Boulnois and = Mr. 
Kimber. 


O'Connor, 'T. P. (Liverpool) 
OrMallon | w illiam 
Pilkington,SirGeA(LanesSW ) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, R obert John 
P rovand, Andrew sehr 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
edmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighis. ) 
tobertson, E hee (Dundee 
tollitt, Sir Albert Kaye 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
ome ape J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinclair, Capt J. (Forfarshire: 
Smith, Samuel (Ilint) 
Souttar, Robinson 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip JJ. 
Stanley, Ed. Jas. (Somerset) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stevenson, Irancis S. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen. FE.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.} 
Wanklyn, James Leslic 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE( Taunton 
Whitely, George (Stockport) 
Williams,John Carvell (Notts. 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson,Jos. H.(Middlesbrough 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Pickersgill and Mr. (rallo- 
way. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by 
Samuel. 


BOURNEMOUTH, 
TRAMWAYS. 
referred to the Select | 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


| alter ration ; 


COMPANTES 


Petition from Bolton (Lancashire), for 
to. lie upon the Table. 


General Goldsworthy and Mr. +. 


PETITIONS. 


BELL. 
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1081 (Juestions. 
LOCAL AUTHORITIENY OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Millom (two) 
and Workington ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from Lochore ; 
Holbrook ; Staveley; Hightown Liver- 
sedge; Tibshelf ; Blackwell ; Lye ; Cradley 
Park ; White Heath; Hanley Deep Pit ; 
Hanley (three); Longton (two); Berry 
Hill; Sandford Hill; Fenton; Sneyd ; 
Grange ; Race Course Pit ; Point of Ayr ; 
Cannock Chase (five) ; Altham ; Marlpool ; 
Alva ; Swanwick ; Alfreton ; Birchwood ; 
B. Winning; Old Coppice; Leacroft ; 
Conduit (two); Wimblebury ; Wood- 
thorpe ; Waverley ; Cannock and Rugeley 
Nunnery; Alloa; Devon; Tillicoultry ; 
and Clackmannan Collieries ; to lie upon 
the Table. 

POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1845. 

Petition from Lismore and Appin, for 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

TO CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Cornsay Colly ; 
Landport ; and Haslingden ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR. 
Petition from Bristol, for cessation of 
hostilities ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 


Petition from Yorkshire Women’s 
Christian Temperance Union, in favour ; 
to lic npon the Table. 

TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from Bathgate ; 
and Froine ; to lie upon the Table. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MANUSCRIPTS OF THE HOUSE OF 
LORDS, VOLUME I. (NEW SERIES). 


Paper [communicated 23rd February] 
to he printed. [No. 72.] 

SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
_ Account presented, of Receipts and 
Expenditure of the Paymaster General on 


behalf of the Supreme Court of Judica- | 
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ture in respect of the Funds of Suitors of 
the Court in the year ended 28th Feb- 
ruary, 1899, and of Account of the 
National Debt Commissioners for the 
same period in respect of Funds held by 
them on behalf of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature, with the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General thereon [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 73.] 


SUPERANNUATIONS. 

Copy presented,—of Treasury Minute, 
dated 20th February, 1900, declaring that 
for the due and efficient discharge of the 
duties of the post of Headmaster of the 
Royal College of Art, professional or other 
peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to he 
acquired in the Public Service are requi- 
site [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION 
ACT, 1888. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Board of Trade under the provisions of 
the said Act, for uniting the Lancashire 
and Western Sea Fisheries Districts, to- 
gether with Report by Inspector on In- 
quiry [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2,383 to 2,385 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Inquiry into Charities (Administrative 

County of Durham).—Return relative 

thereto [ordered 14th February; J/7. 

Grant Lawson] ; to be printed. [No. 74.) 


FOREIGN TRADE AND COMMERCE. 

Copy ordered, “of Monthly Accounts 
relating to the Trade and Commerce of 
certain foreign countries and British 
possessions, No, 1.”-—(Mr. Litchie.) 

Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


75.] 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR-NEWS FROM 
THE FRONT. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Can the First Lord of the Treasury give 
the House any fresh news from the seat 
of war? 








1083 (Juestions. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 


E.): I have no news except that already | 


in the hands of hon. Members. 


ROYAL PATRIOTIC FUND COMMITTEE. 

CapTaAIn NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether the proceedings of the Com- 
mittee about to inquire into the adminis- 
tration of the Royal Patriotic and other 
funds will he conducted in public, and 
will be open to the representatives of the 
press. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This is a 
matter which must be left to the Com- 
mittee, as such matters are always left to 
committees, but I do not think the Com- 
mittee will desire scereey as regards their 
proceedings. 


TOTAL CASUALTIES TO DATE. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs): I 
heg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state approxi- 
mately the number of officers and men 
killed and wounded up to the present 
time in the war in South Africa, and also 
the number of prisoners in the hands of 
the Boers. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. PowWELL- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, ‘8.): In the 
absence of my hon. friend the Under 
Secretary for War, perhaps I may be 
allowed to answer the questions addressed 
to him to-day. The total casualties re- 
ported up to 24th February are as 
follows : 
N.C.O.8 


Officers. * Tot: 
flicers. & Men. lotal. 
Killed ... .e i 333 1,490 1,651 
Wounded = ... 494 5,795 6,289 
Missing and Prisoners 133 2.669 2,802 
Total ae 9RS 9.954 10,742 


PROCLAMATIONS AGAINST BRITISH 
SUBJECTS TRADING WITH THE 
ENEMY. 

Sm FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the fact that the Royal Proclamation 
warning British subjects against trading 
with the burghers of the Transvaal Re- 
public has not had the practical effect of 
stopping the transhipment of wool from 


{COMMONS} 








(Juestions. 1084 


Delagoa Bay, but that such transhipment 
is freely taking place in German steamers 


to the detriment of English vessels ; 


whether a British shipowner who engaged 
with a neutral to carry wool, the pro- 
perty of a neutral trader, from Delagoa 
Bay to Port Natal would he contravening 
the proclamation above referred to; and 
whether any fresh instructions will be 
issued to the commandant at Port Natal. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
The proclamation prohibiting British sub- 
jects from trading with the enemy does 
not affect neutral ships. The question 
whether any particular act amounts to 
trade with the enemy by a British 
subject must be decided in accordance 
with the circumstances of each case as 
it arises. It does not appear that any 
fresh instructions to the commandant of 
Port Natal are necessary. 


Stir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
trade in wool with Delagoa Bay is un- 
diminished, and that the only effect of the 
proclamation is to transfer that trade from 
English to German ships. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I must ask for 
notice of that question. 


TASMANIAN CONTINGENT—HEROISM 
OF CORPORAL WHITELEY. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether Corporal Whiteley, of 
the Tasmanians, serving in South Africa, 
bravely rescued a dismounted comrade 
under heavy fire, and brought him safely 
out of danger; and whether he has 
been recommended for the Victoria 
Cross ; and if not whether his command- 
ing officer will be asked to report on nis 
conduct. 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No 

report or recommendation on this matter 
has as yet been received from Lord 
Roberts. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Will the 
hon. Gentleman answer the last para- 
graph of the question. 

Hon. Members: No, no! 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: He is one 
of your colonial friends. 
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*Mnr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : I have 
said that no report of this alleged act has 
heen received. 


{26 FEBRU 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Will the 
hon. Gentleman kindly read the ques- 
tion! I ask if he will call for a report. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No, 
Sir, the matter is one which rests entirely 
with the commanding officer. 


VACCINATION OF SOLDIERS AGAINST 
EN PERIC DISEASE. 

sir) J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): [beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether a supply of 
aitityphoid lymph for vaccination is 
placed on board all transports conveying 
troops to South Africa. 


“Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Anti- 
enteric vaccine is placed on board all 
transports proceeding to South Africa. 


TRACTION ENGINES FOR THE FRONT. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): [beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether he will con- 
sider the advisability of ordering more 
traction engines with hauling gear to 
hoist guns on difficult positions; and 
whether the traction engines now in use 
are armoured, 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Trac- 
tion engines with very powerful hauling 
gear have been ordered in addition to 
those already in South Africa. Some will 
he armoured. 


RE-ENLISTMENT — * ROYAL RESERVE 
BATTALIONS.” 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: 1 beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he can say if the recent expres- 
sion of Her Majesty the Queen’s desire 
that Her Majesty’s old soldiers would re- 
enter Her Majesty’s service applies to 
men of all ages and ranks ; and, if not, 
whether he will state the limit of age or | 
exceptions of rank. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : They 
must be on the date of re-enlistment 
between the ages of twenty-two and 
forty-tive. These particulars were fully 
given in the notice that has been issued. 
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ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if he 
can state whether as many as eighty 
civilian veterinary surgeons have been 
engaged by the military authorities since 
the outbreak of the war in South Africa ; 
whether any commission has been gazetted 
in the Army Veterinary Department for 
nearly a year ; and whether there are 
now twelve vacancies for which there are 
no candidates ; and, under these cireum- 
stances, will he consider the advisability 
of meeting the wishes of the officers of 
the Army Veterinary Department by 
placing them on the same footing as re- 
gards military titles with all other non- 
combatant branches of the service. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Fighty 

civilian veterinary surgeous have been 
temporarily engaged since the outbreak 
of the war. There are at the present 
moment twelve vacancies in the Army 
Veterinary Department. The conditions 
of service in the Veterinary Department 
are under consideration. 


INTERVIEWS AT THE WAR OFFICE, 
Mr. BAINBRIDGE — (Lincolnshire, 
Gainsborough) : [ beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that officers, irrespective of rank or 
service, applying personally to see the 
Military Secretary or his Assistant Mili- 
tary Secretary with a view to employment 
in South Africa, are refused an interview, 
and that the messengers have orders not 
to take the cards of officers so applying 
to either of these officials ; and can he 
arrange for some modification of this 
refusal to grant interviews, in view of the 
deficiencies of ofticers in South Africa. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : The 
number of officers applying for inter- 
views with the Military Secretary and 
Assistant Military Secretary at a time 
like the present is such that if these 
officials were to grant interviews in all 
cases it would be impossible for them to 


|attend to their duties, which already 
| occupy their time very fully. In ordinary 
' cases the objects of the applications can 


be stated without diflieulty in writing. 
The statement that messengers have 
orders not to take the cards of officers 
applying personally to either of these 
officials is not correct. 
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BRITISH AND BOER ARTILLERY. 
*Mr. BAINBRIDGE: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether further information of the 


arrival of fresh guns in South Africa | 
enables him to give any further details to | 


the House of the respective number of 


guns in use by the British and Boer | 


forces. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I do 
not think that [ should be justified in 
giving the information for which the hon. 
Member asks. 


*Mr. BAINBRIDGE: I have only 
asked for a correction of the information 
which the Under Secretary of State for 
War gave to the House three weeks ago. 


UNDRESS UNIFORMS. 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): [ beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the disadvantages of 
bright-coloured uniforms on active service 
as shown in the present South African 
campaign, the War Office would consider 
the desirability of issuing to the troops in 
England, Regulars, Militia, and Volun- 
teers now clothed in scarlet, an undress 
uniform available for active service of 
khaki or grey or some similar colour. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Yes, 
Sir. 


POSTAL CHARGES ON GIFTS TO 
TROOPS AT THE FRONT. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can- 
terbury): [ beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the ‘Treasury, as __ repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
his attention has been called to the 
heavy parcel post charges to the Cape 
of Good Hope, namely, a minimum of 9d. 


per pound; and whether he will en-| 


deavour to make a reduction in the case 
of the small parcels of comforts for the 
troops in South Africa which are trans- 
mitted by their relatives during the war. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
ton) : No general reduction in the parcel 
postage rates to South Africa can be 
effected without the concurrence of the 
Cape Government, by whom the sea 
service is provided ; but the Secretary of 
State for War is considering whether any 
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additional facilities can be afforded for the 
transmission of parcels addressed to the 


| troops serving at the front. 


VOLUNTEER RIFLE RANGES. 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL PRYCE-JONES 
(Montgomery Boroughs): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the Government have a large 
sum of money in hand intended to be 
spent on the construction of rifle ranges 
available for Volunteer practice ; if so, 


‘whether he is aware that there is a suit- 


able site at Machynlleth, in the county of 
Montgomery, and what steps are being 
taken to secure the same; and whether 
the Government are prepared to allocate 
a portion of the above sum to the pur- 


‘chase of this site and construction of a 


rifle range thereon. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : A 
considerable sum of money is being pro- 
videed to assist Volunteer corps in the 
provision of ranges. Nothing is known 
at the War Oftice of the site referred to, 
but the General Officer Commanding will 
be requested to furnish a report. 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ OUTFIT 
GRANTS. 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL PRYCE-JON ES: 
[ beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether, seeing 
that the uniform grant to Volunteer 
officers barely covers half the cost of full 
uniform, the Government is prepared to 
consider the advisability of increasing the 
grant. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : The 
allowance of £20 to Volunteer officers for 
outfit was only intended to be a grant in 
aid and not to cover the total expendi- 
ture. 


CADET CORPS. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: L beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, out of existing funds, a certain 
amount could be allocated to encourage 
cadet corps in schools ; and whether the 
War Office would consider the advisa- 
bility of consulting with the Education 
Department with the view of introducing 
sergeants to teach boys drill in all  ele- 
mentary schools. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : There 


are no funds at present at the disp: sal of 
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the Secretary of State for War, out of 
which money could be allocated to cadet 
corps. The suggestion made in the second 
paragraph of the question has already 
been adopted. 


BROTHERHOOD DEPRESSION RANGE 
FINDER. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
heg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he will ascertain from the 
general officer commanding the manceu- 
vres at Gibraltar last April whether any 
experiments were made with the Brother- 
hood depression range finder, and will 
he state the result of those experiments ; 
and is he aware that, as the result of a trial 
made at Gibraltar by permission of 
the Governor, there were twenty-four 
direct hits out of twenty-seven shots at 
various ranges at a moving object. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Yes, 
Sir. A letter will be sent to the general 
officer commanding at Gibraltar to inquire 
into the matter. 


ORDNANCE FACTORIES ACCOUNTS. 
*Mr. BAINBRIDGE: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that it is 
difficult to abstract information from the 
200 pages of the Annual Accounts of the 
Ordnance Factories, he can arrange, for 


the vear 1899-1900, to have added to the | 


Report an abstract of the number and cost 
of the guns and other war material which 
have been manufactured or passed through 
the factories in a completed state. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Before the hon. 
Gentleman answers this question, may | 
ask if he has seen the question of which 
I sent notice to the Under Secretary for 
War—namely, whether the Admiralty 
object to the re-publication of the war 
material figures asked for by the hon. 
Member, and which were published a few 
years ago ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : I 
have no information on that point. To 
prepare such a statement would add very 
much to the labour and cost of preparing 
the account-—over 300 men are constantly 
employed on the work already. If the 


hon. Member requires information upon 
any specific point, | will do my best to 
obtain it for him. 
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*Mr. BAINBRIDGE: Would it not be 
possible to have the Report published in 
less time than eleven months after the end 
of the year to which it refers ? 


ROUTES OF SUBMARINE CABLES. 
*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty whether 
he is aware that foreign Governments 
prohibit the publication of the routes 
followed by their submarine cables, as, for 
example, in one of the agreements (specifi- 
cation as to manufacture of cable) between 
the Société Générale des Télégraphes 
Sous-marins and the French Government 
in reference to the cable between New 
Caledonia and Queensland ; whether our 
own submarine cable lines are shown on 
the Admiralty charts, as, for instance, on 
those of Lisbon, Sierra Leone, and 
Delagoa Bay ; and whether he will con- 
sider if it might be better in future cases 
to omit British cables, and to indicate 
them only, according to the practice of 
foreign Governments, on special private 
charts to be supplied to the commanders 
of men-of-war. 


THe SECRETARY to THE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 
S.) (for Mr. GoscHen): The right hon. 
Baronet is under a misapprehension in 
thinking that telegraph cables are never 
marked on foreign charts. The same 
principle appears to govern the action of 
foreign Governments in this respect as 
has guided Admiralty action—namely, 
that where there is more chance of inter- 
ruption from ships anchoring over the 
cables than there is any advantage to be 
gained in war by attempting to conceal 
the position of the cables they are shown 
on the plans or charts of approaches to 
ports. On the plans mentioned in the 
question the cables are shown for the above 
reason. The action suggested in the last 
paragraph has already been taken for such 
stations as it appears desirable. 


THE NEW FRENCH CALEDONLIA- 
QUEENSLAND CABLE. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the attention of the Colonial 
Oftice has been called to the terms on 
which the New Caledonia - Queensland 
cable was laid for the Société Général 
des Télégraphes Sous - marins by the 
Société Géneral des Téléphones ; and 
whether the agreement hetween the 
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companies purports to place relations with 
the public at the Queensland end of the 
cable under regulations made by the 
French Ministry of the Marine, and 
shows the French Submarine Cable Com- 
pany to be bound to act in conformity 
with the directions of the French Govern- 
ment in all matters which concern 
connections with other lines, the company 
being bonnd to have none but French 
directors. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Mr. J. CHAMBER- 
LAIN): | have no information as to the 
terms of the arrangement between the 
Société General des Télégraphes Sous- 
marins and the Société General des Téle- 
phones, but the conditions mentioned in 
the hon. Member's question were laid 
down in the Frerch law of 1893, under 
which the establishment of the cable was 
authorised, 


INFLAMMABLE MATERIAL ON WAR 
SHIPS. 

Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Blackfriars): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, when re-commission- 
ing vessels built previous to 1898, all in- 
flammable woodwork fittings will be 
replaced by others which are non-in- 
flammable. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: No, Sir: it 


could not be done. 


COLONTAL LOANS. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): [ beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he will 
state what colonies up to the present 
time ‘have received loans under the 
Colonial Loans Act, 1899; what amount 
has been lent in each ease : and in which 
cases, if any, interest exceeding 2} per 
cent. per annum has heen fixed. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Mr. J. CHAMBER- 
LAIN): No advances have as yet actually 
been made under the Act of last session ; 
but agreements have been come to, under 
which Mauritius and Seychelles will re- 
ceive the amounts specified in the 
schedule of the Act, Jamaica £348,000, 


Barbados and St. Vincent the sums, less | 


than those given in the schedule, which 
may be actually required to be lent to 
planters at 2) per cent.; Cyprus 
£60,000 at 3 per cent., and £354,000 at 
3} per cent. In the case of the other 
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colonies, and of the balance of the loan 
authorised to be made to Jamaica, no final 
arrangements have as yet been made. 


WEST INDIES—SUGAR BOUNTIES. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has had complaints lately from 
the West Indies; whether he is aware 
that planters are being ruined owing to 
the sugar bounties which are given by 
foreign nations ; and whether any legis- 
lation may be expected shortly to counter- 
act these disadvantages. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Mr. J. CHAMBER- 
LAIN): For years past there have been 
constant complaints from or on behalf of 
the West Indies as to the effect of the 
bounty system on the sugar industry. 
The condition of things has lately im- 
proved owing to the countervailing duties 
imposed by the Government of the United 
States. 


DESTITUTE ALIENS AT GIBRALTAR. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eve): | 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies what steps have been taken by 
the Governor of Gibraltar to enforce the 
statutory powers conferred upon him for 
the exclusion of destitute aliens from the 
town and garrison of Gibraltar; how 
many licences were granted in the year 
1899 to aliens applying for permission to 
reside within the fortress ; whether any 
recommendations were made by the 
Gibraltar Committee in 1898 with refer 
ence to this subject in connection with 
overcrowding and sanitary reform; and 
what are the objections to communicating 
to the House a summary of the general 
conclusions arrived at by the Committee, 
omitting all reference to any recommenda- 
tions relating to armaments and defence 
works. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Mr. J. CHAMBER- 
lain): The provisions of the aliens Order 
in Council are strictly enforced. Permits 
of residence to aliens are only granted on 
the application of a respectable inhabitant, 
who is responsible if the alien is incapable 
of maintaining himself. In 1899, 3,820 
permits were issued and 3,240 given up. 
On 31st December last there were 2,839 
persons living in the fortress on permit, 
and 364 in the bay. The Committee 
made no recommendation except that the 
law should continue to be strictly enforced. 
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It would be undesirable to give the con- 
clusions of the Committee without giving 
their report, which, as I have already 
informed the hon. Member, is con- 
tidential. 


BRITISH CENTRAL AFRICA—HUT TAX. 

Mr. WEIR: [beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he will state the cost of collection of hut 
tax in the British Central Africa Pro- 
tectorate in the year 1898-9, when the 
taux amounted to £12,648, as compared 
with 1897-8, when the tax collected was 
£8,083 ; and is the tax paid in the form 
of labour or otherwise ; if in labour, how 
many days’ service are enforced, and what 
is the amount of tax per head. 

Mr. BRODRICK : (1) It is ditticult to 
say what the cost of the collection of this 
tax The staff of assistants, who are 
charged amongst other duties with that of 
collecting the tax, was raised in 1898 by 
four, the commencing salary being £150. 
(2) Hut tax regulations were published 
in the British Central Africa Gazette of 
August 20th, 1894. The tax is fixed at 
3s. for each hut, payable in sterling coin 
on the 31st December. In cases of 
necessity the collector may accept any 
marketable stock or produce in lieu of 


is. 


coin. The regulations do not touch 

labour in any form. 

SPANISH - AMERICAN WAR - RE- 
PORTED BRITISH SALE OF AMMUNI- 


TION TO SPAIN IN 1898. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): [ beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he has 
seen the statement made some days ago 
in the Senate at Madrid by the Spanish 
Minister, Senor Silvela, to the effect that 
before the war with the United States in 
1898 the British Government had con- 
sented to let Spain have 8,500 shells 
which had been manufactured at the 
Maxim factory in Plasencia, Biscay ; and 
whether Spain accepted the offer ; and, 
if not, can he state what has become of 
the shells. 

Mr. BRODRICK : I have not seen the 
statement. There is no record of it at 
the War Oftice. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman inquire, as the 
Standard has declared that the statement 
was made in the Senate at Madrid ? 


[No answer was given. | 
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ASIATIC TURKEY—ATTACK ON 
BRITISH VICE-CONSUL AT SIDON. 

Mr. STEVENSON : I beg to ask the 
Under Seerctary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he has any information 
to communicate with regard to the 
alleged attack upon the British Vice- 
Consulate at Sidon. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: 
the Vice-Consul were attacked and 
insulted on the 17th inst. The police 
interfered and protected them to the 
Consulate. The crowd was dispersed, 
and subsequently the Vali, at the request 
of the Consul General, sent a body of 
gendarmes under their colonel to investi- 
gate the matter and seize the offenders. 


(Questions. 


The two sons of 


PAPERS ON CHINA. 

Mr. PROVAND: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs when the next Blue-book will be 
issued containing papers relating to 
China. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Papers relating to 
China are now being prepared, and will 
be issued as soon as possible. 


BRITISH INDIAN REFUGEES FROM 
THE TRANSVAAL. 

Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG* 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Report, 
which he promised in reply to a question 
last ‘Tuesday to call for by telegraph from 
Her Majesty’s Consul at Lorenzo Mar- 
ques, regarding the ill-treatment of a 
number of British Indian refugees from 
the Transvaal by the Portuguese military 
authorities, and their compulsory deporta- 
tion to India instead of to their homes in 
Natal, has been received ; and, if so, will 
he state the contents of the Report. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The telegram has 
been received. Her Majesty's Consul re- 
ports the Indian refugees lived’in a camp. 
while waiting for the steamers to take 
them away. The camp was necessarily 
guarded by Portuguese soldiers. A person 
emploved by the relief committee lived 
for some time in the camp, but reported 
no case of abuse. The Indians were sent 
to their declared homes, and none who 
were Natalians were sent to India. Her 
Majesty’s Consul adds that no case of 
proved robbery or abuse was reported to. 
him. 
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BRITISH COMMERCIAL AGENTS 
ABROAD. 


Sir E. T. GOURLEY (Sunderland) : I 


beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 


for Foreign Affairs what progress has 


been made in the tentative appointment | 


of commercial reporters in various foreign 


centres, in accordance with the statement | 


made to the House towards the close of 
last session. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Commercial agents | 


have already been appointed in Russia, 
China, and Central America. The 


appointment of two more commercial | 


agents, to be stationed in Switzerland and 
the United States, will shortly be made. 


CONSTANTINOPLE RIOTS OF — 1896— 
CLAIMS OF BRITISH SUFFERERS. 
Mr. STEVENSON : I beg to ask the 

Under Secretary of State for Foreign 

Affairs whether he is aware that two 

British mercantile firms, trading at Con- 

stantinople, have been compelled to 

liquidate their affairs in consequence of 
the financial losses caused by the distur- 
bances and robberies which took place at 

Stamboul, Haskeny, Pera, and Galata in 

August, 1896 ; whetherrepeated representa- 

tions have been made by the British Cham- 

ber of Commerceat Constantinople in regard 
to the delay in settling the claims of Her 

Majesty’s subjects residing in Turkey, 

under the protection of the Capitulations, 

who suffered loss of property at the time 
of the massacres; and what steps the 

Government propose to take for the 

purpose of securing payment of — the 

claims which have been certified as fair 
and reasonable by the British Ambassador. 
*Mr. BRODRICK: Her Majesty’s 

Government are aware that the losses 

sustained on the occasion referred to have 

caused serious embarrassment to several 


of the sufferers, and that representations | 


have been made by British merchants at 
Constantinople. The claims have been 
pressed on the attention of the Porte, and 
will continue to be so pressed ; but Her 
Majesty’s Government cannot undertake 
to do more than act in concert with other 
Powers who are equally concerned. 


THE HOOLEY BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that in the 
matter of the bankruptey of Mr. E. T. 


{COMMONS} 
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Hooley the liabilities amounted to 
£1,549,071, and that in the course of the 
nineteen months during which the estate 
of the bankrupt has been in the hands of 
the official trustee only one dividend of 
2s. in the £ has been paid to the 
creditors ; and whether he can state what 
is the cause in the delay in the winding 
up of the estate. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Rrrcutr, Croydon) : 
The estate is not in the hands of an 
official trustee, but of a trustee elected by 
the creditors acting under a committee 
of inspection. The trustee reports that 
he has notice of claims amounting to 
£1,524,505, but that he expects to reduce 
them by rejection to the extent of about 
two-thirds. He explains the delay in 
winding up the estate by the exceptional 
difficulties attending the investigation of 
these claims, and by the necessity of 
awaiting favourable opportunities for the 
redemption and sale of freehold and lease- 
hold estates and other assets held in 
mortgage by secured creditors. The 
mortgaged properties are stated to have 
neluded upwards of 200 buildings in 
course of erection, some of which were 
not completed till last autumn, and cannot 
be advantageously disposed of till the 
spring. The trustee expects to gazette 
notice of a second dividend before Easter. 


DISCHARGES OF BRITISH SATLORS 
, AT FOREIGN PORTS. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (\Middles- 
brough) had on the paper the following 
question: -To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he can state the 
number of sailors and firemen discharged 
from British registered vessels at Ham- 
burg, Antwerp, and Rotterdam during 
each of the following years, ‘4... 189%, 
1898, and 1899; whether he can state the 
number of sailors and firemen engaged in 
sritish vessels at the same ports and 
during the same years ; and whether he 
can state the percentage of foreigners so 
engaged. 


On being called upon to put the 
question, the hon. Member said: [ have 
received information, in reply to this 
question, from the right hon. Gentleman ; 
but as I consider the matter of great 
importance, | should like to ask him if 
he is willing to supply it in the shape of 


a Return, so that it may be put on the 


Table for the benefit of Members who 
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want to know the percentage of foreigners 
engaged on British ships in foreign ports. 


Mr. RITCHIE: There is a return 
which sets out clearly the number of 
foreigners employed on British ships. If 
] were to make returns of all the informa- 
tion for which the hon. Gentleman is 
continually asking me, [ should be com- 
pelled to lay on the Table very much 
more than the House would care to have, 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : May I, 
in anwer to the right hon, Gentleman 
*Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, 
order ! 

Mr. MADDISON (Sheftield, Bright- 


side): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
furnish other hon. Members with a copy 





of the answer, because we are equally | 


interested, although from a different point 
of view 1 


Mr. RITCHIE: I shall be very pleased 
indeed to let any hon.Gentleman whocares 
for it to have a copy of the answer. It is 
perfectly impossible to take up the time 
of the House by reading out all the figures 
for which the hon. Member for Middles- 
brough asks me. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: Arising 
out of the right hon. Gentleman’s answer, 
may I ask him whether the information 
with which he has furnished me applies 
only to foreigners engaged on British 
ships in the United Kingdom, and not to 
those engaged in Continental ports. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Gentleman 
will see from the answer exactly what it 
is, 
to the question. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: TI shall 
call attention to this matter to-night after 
twelve o’clock. 


ANSTRUTHER STATION, NORTH 
BRITISH RAILWAY. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I beg to ask the 


President of the Board of Trade whether | 


the recommendations of his Department, 


embodied in a Report by the late Major | 


Marindin, issued in January, 1897, as to 
the necessity of properly laying out An- 
struther Station on 
Railway system, so as to afford the usual 
facilities for passing trains and avoid 


needless danger to life and property, has | 


yet been carried out; and whether the 
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I have given him a complete answer | 


the North British | 





1098 


(uestions. 
provision of a second platform at this 
station, as suggested by the Board of 
7 ; : 
Trade inspector, has been made ; and, if 


‘not, what steps he intends to take to 


make the company carry out the recom- 
mendations. 


Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir; [ regret to 
learn from the company that the directors 
have not come to a decision as to the 
alterations at the station. The Board 
cannot compel the company to make these 
desirable alterations, but I am in com- 
with the company on the 
subject. 


VIVISECTION—PHYSIOLOGICAL LABO- 
RATORY, LONDON UNIVERSITY 
COLLEGE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if he 
will state how often within the last two 
years the Physiological Laboratory, Uni- 
versity College, London, has been visited 
by the Government inspector ; he 
aware that Mr. R. E. Lloyd, B.Sec., in the 
Journal of Physiology, dated 2nd February, 
refers to experiments which he made 
upon three cats and four monkeys, the 
animals being allowed to linger for two 
months before death ensued; will he 
ascertain whether these experiments were 
made without the use of anestheties ; 
and, if they were, will he say when a 
certificate enabling Mr. Lloyd to dispense. 
with the use of anesthetics was granted : 
and whether any of these experiments 
were made in the presence of a Govern- 
ment inspector. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 

HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Wutre 

RIDLEY, Lancashire, Blackpool) : The 


Is 


| Physiological Laboratory at University 


College was visited by the Government 
Inspector three times in 1898, and once 
in 1899. During the last quarter of 1899 
no experimental work was being carried 
on there. As regards the last three 
| paragraphs of the question, I think the 
article in the Journal of Physiology has 
heen misunderstood. It does not appear 
ithat Mr. Lloyd performed any experi- 
ments on living animals at ali; and he 
refers in the paper only, so far as his own 
work is concerned, to microscopical 
examination of some brains removed after 
; death from animals upon which experi- 
‘ments had been previously made under 
anesthetics by a person holding the proper 
certificates. 
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VALUATION OF SCOTTISH DEER 
FORESTS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | 
Advocate if he will state in what respect 


tthe valuation of deer forests in Scotland 
which are let differs from those which are 
not let; and if, in making the valuation, 


the number of stags which a forest can | 


carry is considered, will he state by what 


evidence the assessor is guided and what | 


is the valuation set on each stag. 


*TuE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. Gra- 
HAM Murray, Buteshire): The valuation 
of a deer forest which is let is based upon 
the conditions of the lease; and that of 


a forest which is not let is based on the , 


information which the assessor derives 
from the proprietor or his factor and from 
any other available sources, as well as by 
comparison with other forests which are 
Jet. The value set on each stag ranges 


from £15 to £20, varying according to | 


locality, facilities of access, and other such 
considerations. 


EDINBURGH SASINE OFFICE 
EMPLOYEES. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 


Scotland is aware that about a month | 


ago an engrossing clerk in the Sasine 
Office, Edinburgh, was summarily dis- 
missed on the ground of defective eye- 
sight, and that he died shortly afterwards 


in Morningside Asylum a pauper lunatic ; | 
and whether it is the practice of this De- | 
‘partment to summarily dismiss officials | 


under such circumstances ; and if so, will 


-arrangements be made to grant temporary | 


leave of absence in similar cases, as in 
other public Departments in England. 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 


informed that it is true that an old en- 


grossing clerk of the Register of Sasines | 
recently died in Morningside Asylum. | 


This clerk was not summarily dismissed, 
‘but had been continued in the office for 


{COMMONS} 


(Juestious. 1100 


' Government Board on what grounds the 
| Board gave their consent to the recent 
application of the Registrar General to 
‘unite the West Maidstone sub-district 
‘with the East Maidstone sub-district 
/ against the unanimously expressed opposi- 
tion of the guardians of the Maidstone 
Union ; whether this course was adopted 
on the advice of the Local Government 
Board’s inspector ; and whether he will 
now take steps to give effect to the wishes 
| of the guardians in the matter. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.) (for Mr. CHAPLIN) : 
The consent referred to was given by the 
Local Government Board in the belief 
that the proposed change would be for 
the general convenience of the public. 
| The reply to the second paragraph of the 
| question is in the negative. The wishes 
of the guardians could only be met by a 
fresh order being made by the Registrar 
General with the sanction of the Board, 
_and he would be exceedingly unwilling to 
issue such an order. The new district is 
co-extensive with the parish and borough 
of Maidstone, and the Registrar General 
believes that the area is well within the 
capacity of a single registrar, and that the 
union of the two sub-districts will effeet a 
reduction in in the cost of registration 
payable out of local rates. 


BIRMINGHAM UNIVERSITY. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
doubts exist as to whether the proposed 
charter for the University of Birmingham 
will empower the university to grant 
degrees in theology or other subjects not 
recognised by the statutes as subjects for 
| degrees, the Government will state what 
is intended to be the effect of the charter 
in this matter, and will advise Her 
| Majesty so to amend the charter as to 
'make it clear that this cannot be done. 


many years until his writing had become | 


illegible and a source of danger to the 
public records. The Department has at 
.all times shown to its staff whatever kind- 
ness and consideration it was possible in 
the interests of the public service to 
show. 


MAIDSTONE REGISTRARSHIP. 


Mr. CORNWALLIS (Maidstone) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 





THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (sir 
| RICHARD WEBSTER, Isle of Wight) : It is 
| not possible for me to state what the pro- 
visions of the charter will be; they will 
be determined by Her Majesty in Council. 


CHURCH COPPENHALL BOARD 
SCHOOL. 


| Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
I beg to ask the Vice President of the 


| 
| 
| 


| 
i 
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Committee of Council on Education EDUCATIONAL — CONSULTATIVE 
whether his attention has been drawn to ; CORES E SEE ; 
the affixing to the wall inside of the Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 


Board school of Church Coppenhall, 
Crewe, the parish almanack containing 
announcements that confessions are re- 
ceived every Sunday evening, when the 
rector will be found in church, and at 
other times by appointment, asserting the 
doctrines of the Apostolic succession of 
the clergy of the Church of England, 
advocating prayers for the dead, and de- 
precating the use of the word Protestant 
as applied to the Church of England ; and 
whether the Education Department will 
interfere to have these placards removed. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE COM- 
MITTEE 
TION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Univer- 
sity): My attention has been called to 
this almanack by the question of the hon. 
Member. The Education Department 
does not seem to have any power to inter- 
fere in the matter. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say if it is according to 
the law ? 


Sin J. GORST : That is not the ques- 
tion. It may be quite according to law, 
but the only things the Education De- 
partment has power to prohibit are a 
catechism or a formula. The almanack 
is neither the one nor the other. 

TEETH OF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
CHILDREN. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education, having regard to the fact 


that a large percentage of the young men | 


who enlist in Her Majesty’s Army are 
subsequently rejected on account of bad 
teeth, will he consider the expediency of 
arranging for a fully qualified dentist to 


attend periodically at each school under | 


the control of the Council for the purpose 


of inspecting the teeth of all lads over | 


the age of ten, so that they may he 
encouraged to take such steps as are 


necessary for the preservation of their | 


teeth. 


Sr J. GORST: 
Council regard this as a matter for the 
consideration of local authorities 


managers of schools ; but the suggestion | 
of the hon. Member shall be considered. 





or COUNCIL on EDUCA- | 


The Committee of | 


and | 


I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
| whether, in the appointment and _propor- 
/tionate allotment of members of the 
| Consultative Committee, under the Board 
‘of Education Act, 1899, due regard will 
| be had to the fact that this Committee is 
to be concerned with the registration of 

60,000 elementary school teachers, and 

not with the registration of teachers in 
' secondary and higher places of education 
alone; in what proportion the bodies of 
| teachers in secondary schools and the 
body of teachers in public elementary 
'schools are to be represented on the 
Committee; and whether care will be 
taken to ascertain that the persons to be 
nominated as representative of the said 
bodies respectively are likely to be con- 
sidered suitable for the purpose by the 
said bodies before the nomination 
actually made. 


Sm J. GORST: The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. In 
answer to the second paragraph, I may 
say that no persons will be placed on the 
Committee expressly as representatives 
of the teachers in secondary and element- 
ary schools respectively. The function of 
the Committee will be to advise the 
Board on such educational questions as 
may be referred to them, not to advance 
the views of any outside body. Every 
effort will be made to secure the appoint- 
ment of persons suitable for that purpose. 


is 


DRILLING IN ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS. 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: I beg to 
'ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education whether he 
could introduce drilling in elementary 
schools as part of the boys’ education. 


Sm J. GORST: Drill or suitable 
physical exercises are according to the 
code a condition of the higher grant for 
discipline in all schools for older scholars. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): Will 
‘care be taken that in the future the drill 
is such as to fit the children for service in 
the Army ? 


Sir J. GORST: In great towns it is 
done, but, obviously, it would be impos- 
sible ina country village, where there 
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were only perhaps thirty children taught 
by a schoolmistress, to have military drill. 


THE WILLIAM BUTLER ESTATE, 
GALWAY. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): [ bey to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what is 
the cause of the delay in the sale under 


the Land Acts of part of the William | 


Butler estate in Galway. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atrkryson, London- 
derry, N.) (for Mr. G. W. BaLrour): 
Any delay that has hitherto taken place 
in the proceedings for the sale of this 
estate is due, [| am informed, to the 
tenants themselves, who would not co- 
operate with the solicitor having carriage 


of the sale in arranging for the  settle- 


ment of the rental. All substantial difti- 
culties have now been overcome, however, 
and a request under the 40th section of 
the Land Act of 1896 will very shortly 
he issued. 


CHARITABLE LOAN FUNDS (IRELAND) 
ACT, 1843. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: T beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland does he intend to introduce 
during this session a Bill to amend the 
Charitable Loan Funds (Lreland) Act, 
18455, 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLrour): I hope to be able to intro- 
duce at anearly date a Bill similar to that 
brought in last session. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR : 


Easter / 


Mr ATKINSON : I hope SO. 


IRISH LANGUAGE IN TRISH SCHOOLS. 

Mr. J. PL FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
bee to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received a resolution passed by Cavan 
County Council, recommending that in all 


Irish speaking districts the knowledge of | 


English and other useful subjects shall be 
imparted through the medium of Irish, 
and in places not Irish speaking it shall 


be lawful to teach Trish as a remunerated 
subject. And whether he can state if it 


is the intention of the Government. to 
give effect to the resolution. 


‘COMMONS 


Before ' 
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Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
'BaLrour): The resolution — referred 
to has been received, and has been 
brought under the notice of the Commis- 
sioners of National Education. As I have 
already stated, the matter is entirely one 
for consideration by the Commissioners, 
who are the proper authorities to deal 
with it, in connection with the revision of 
the school programme shortly to be 
carried out. 


ANNALY ESTATE, COUNTY LONG. 
FORD. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: | beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he will call for a report from the receiver 
of the Annaly (County Longford) estate 
into the allegation made by tenants 
living in the parish of Rathcline, County 
Longford, that he had indviced them to 
sign undertakings to purchase the hold 
ings on the understanding that the pur- 
chase proceedings would be concluded in 
two vears ; whether he is aware that only 


_a small portion of these tenants have had 


the promise fulfilled; and can he indi- 
cate in what way these tenants can now 
obtain redress. 


Mr. ATKINSON: [ have more than 
once endeavoured to explain to the hon. 
Member that a receiver appointed over 
an estate awaiting sale in the Landed 
Estates Court is an officer of that court 
responsible to it, and tiable to be removed 
or punished by it, for any misconduct or 
neglect of duty of which he may he 
guilty. The Executive have no control 
whatever over him, and it would be an 
unwarrantable interference with the 
authority of that court to make the 
inquiry suggested. If the tenants have 
anything to complain of in the conduct of 
the receiver they have only to bring the 
matter before the Land Judge, from whom 
J am certain they will obtain any redress 
to which they may be entitled. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL : If substantial 
complaint is made will the right hon. 
Gentleman call for a report on the con- 
duct of this officer ! 

Mr. ATKINSON : Certainly not. | 


have no right whatever to do that. 


IRISH LIGHTS BOARD. 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
introduce a Bill for the reconstitution of 
the Irish Lights Board, in order to bring 
the Board into harmony with the repre- 
sentative principles of the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1898. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFour): This question should more 
properly be addressed to my right hon. 
friend the President of the Board of 
Trade, the Board of lish Lights being 
under the jurisdiction of the Department 
he represents. There is no analogy 
between the Local Government Act and 
the statutory powers under which the 
lrish Lights Board are constituted. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR : Is the 
Irish Lights Board maintained as a 
costly fossil or as a useful body ? 

{No answer was given. | 
IRISH) POOR LAW UNIONS AND 

NATIONAL EDUCATION. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, E.): I beg to ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland is it the intention of 
the Government to permit poor law 


unions to contribute to the expense of 
national education under the Act of 
1875 as heretofore; if not, will the 


teachers in contributory unions be secured 
the incomes they have hitherto enjoyed ; 
and if unions that have been contribu- 
tory are prepared to continue so, will the 
Government recoup them from the new 
grant as they formerly were recouped 
from the Customs and Excise Grant. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFouR): The Board of National Educa- 
tion have in contemplation a scheme of 
reform under which, if adopted, results 
fees would be abolished. In that event 
the Act of 1875, which only enables 
guardians to contribute a certain propor- 
tion of the results fees, would have to be 
amended to enable guardians to con- 
tribute in another form if that was ulti- 
mately considered desirable. As was ex- 
plained by my right hon. friend in 
his answer to a question of the hon. 
Member for East Donegal on the 13th 
instant, arrangements have heen made 
under which the teachers will receive 
direct (out of the sum of £78,000 voted 
by Parliament) the sum which was 


formerly refunded to boards of guardians 
of contributory unions. 
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details of the scheme are still under con- 
sideration, but the intention is not to 
prejudice the interests of the teachers. 


LEITRIM AND LONGFORD LAND 
APPEALS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for [reland whether 
he is aware that the Land Commission 
has fixed an appeal sitting for Counties 
Leitrim and Longford, to take place at 
Carrick-on-Shannon on 13th March, and 
remainder of unheard cases at Mullingar 
on 14th March; whether he is aware 
that of the fifty-five County Leitrim cases 
listed for hearing at Carrick-on-Shannon 
only forty-six are proposed to be heard 
at Carrick, and the other nine to go to 
Mullingar ; whether he can explain why 
the 176 cases from County Longford are 
to be taken past the county town to 
Mullingar to be heard there, to the in- 
convenience of the parties and for whose 
convenience these arrangements are 
made ; and whether he can represent to 
the Chief Commissioners the advisability 
of the sittings for Leitrim being held in 
Carrick-on-Shannon, and for Longford at 
the county court-house in Longford 
town. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. The 
second paragraph is based on a misappre- 
hension. All the cases from the County 
Leitrim are entered for hearing at 
Carrick-on-Shannon. The list from this 
county consists, nominally, of fifty-five 
cases, but nine of these cases are dupli- 
cates—-appeals having been lodged by 
both landlord and tenant, so that the 
number of distinct cases from the County 
Leitrim to be heard at Carrick is only 
forty-six. None of the Leitrim cases 
will be heard at Mullingar, as the hon. 
Member appears to suppose. With regard 
to the cases from the County Longford, 
the town of Mullingar, where they are 
listed to be heard, is only distant from 
the town of Longford one hour by rail, 
and the majority of these cases refer to 
holdings situated between Mullingar and 
Longtord. The Commissioners, after 
careful inquiry, considered that Mullingar 
would be the most convenient place to 
dispose of these cases; but, consistently 
with the despatch of public business, 
every arrangement possible will be made 
to prevent persons attending from being 


unduly delayed at Mullingar. 


2Q 








1107 (Questions. 
MURDER OF WILLIAM BIRD AT BAN- 
TRY—THE UNITED IRISH LEAGUE. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): [beg to ask the Attorney General 
for Ireland whether he can give the 
House any information with regard to 
the murder of Mr. William Bird, an Irish 
landlord, who was shot at Bantry on 
Saturday last : and whether it is a fact that 
a branch of the United Irish League was 
established in Bantry the Sunday before. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
On a point of order, may [ ask whether 
the concluding paragraph of the question 
just put, conveying as it does an insinua- 
tion, is not an improper one, and one 
which under ordinary circumstances the 
hon. Member would not be allowed to 
place on the Paper. 


*Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I was not 
aware of the character of the question 
which the hon. Member for Belfast  in- 
tended to put. He ought to have given 
notice of the question. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: — I 
suppose [| may he allowed to ask the 
Attorney General whether he has any 
information concerning the murder of Mr. 
William Bird, on Saturday. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, Sir, unfortu- 
nately Mr. William Bird seems to have 
been murdered in his own rent-oftice at 
two o'clock in the day. 


CarpTaAIn DONELAN (Cork, FE.) : May 
Task the hon. and learned Gentleman 
whether he is aware of a single instance 
in which a member of the United Irish 
L.eague has advocated outrage. 


[No answer was given. | 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE 
REGULATIONS. 

Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Board of Agriculture for Ireland whether, 
taking into account the outbreak in Eng- 
land of foot and mouth disease, pedigree 
eattle can be imported into Ireland from 
England and Scotland by the Congested 
Districts Board or private individuals. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT or tHE DE- 
PARTMENT or AGRICULTURE ror 
IRELAND (Mr. PLunkert, Dublin Co.. 
S.): In consequence of the outbreaks of 
foot and mouth disease in England, the 
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importation from Great Britain into Ire- 
land of cattle, as well as of sheep and other 
ruminating animals, and also swine, has 
for the present been suspended. In view 
of the highly infectious nature of the 
disease, and of the rapidity with which it 
spreads, it is felt that it would not he 
safe, at present, to grant any permission 
for the importation into Ireland of pedi- 
gree or other cattle from any part of 
Great Britain. 


IRISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
OPERATIONS IN CONNAUGHT. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state the 
number of acres of land purchased by the 
Congested Districts Board in the province 
of Connaught since the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board Act came into force, dividing 
them into the number of acres already 
striped and in the hands of tenants ; the 
number of acres unstriped and in the 
hands of the Congested Districts Board, 
and how long have the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board heen in possession of such 
lands ; the number of acres striped and in 
the possession of the Congested Districts 
Board, and how long have such lands 
been in the Board’s possession ; and how 
many acres have been purchased within 
the last two years. 


Mr. PLUNKETT: The number of 
acres purchased by the Board in Con- 
naught down to the present date is 
136,884. Of these the number of acres 
apportioned and in the occupation of 
tenants is 106,594. The acreage in the 
occupation of tenants though not yet ap- 
portioned is 4,069. The number of acres 
apportioned but still in the Board’s posses- 
sion is 1,060, of which 688 are now ready 
for occupation. And there are 25,161 
acres not yet apportioned. The number 
of acres in the province purchased within 
the past two years and comprised in the 
foregoing figures is 128,989, the greater 
proportion of which, namely, more than 
91,000 acres, is made up of one property 
the Dillon estate. Of the 25,161 acres 
not yet apportioned, it must be borne in 
mind that the mere apportionment is a 
work that occupies very little time. Con- 
siderable delay is often entailed in the 
execution of the conveyance of the fee- 
simple, not to speak of the large amount 
of work involved in connection with 
fencing, the construction of accommoda- 
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tion roads, and the erection of new houses 
to replace those unfit for habitation. 


(Juestions. 


REDISTRIBUTION BILL. 

Mr. KIMBER: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury what is the result 
of the consideration which last session he 
promised would he given hy the Cabinet 
to the subject of the increasing disparities 
in the representation of the people in 
Parliament ; whether he is aware that 
the Registration Returns of last autumn 
show a still further increase in such dis- 
parities ; and whether, without going to 
the extent of bringing in a Redistribution 
sill in the present session, the Govern- 
ment intend to institute or will consent 
to some form of preliminary inquiry into 
and ascertainment of the facts upon which 
any future Redistribution Bill must be 
based, and which preliminary inquiry 
must necessarily take considerable time, 
probably a whole session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The facts to 
which my hon. friend alludes are well 
known. Ido not think that any inves- 
tigation such as he desires really would 
throw any light upon the topic he wants 
to discuss, and as he does not suggest a 
Redistribution Bill this session I do not 
think that any further steps need be 
taken. 


NATIONAL COAL SUPPLY — SUG- 
GESTED ROYAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. PROVAND: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, con- 
sidering that it is twenty-nine years since 
a Royal Commission reported on our coal 
supplies in the United Kingdom, the 
Government will appoint another Com- 
mission to consider the subject, as the 
questions of their extent and cost have 
again become of pressing national import- 
ance. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The subject to 
which the hon. Gentleman refers is a 
very interesting one, but unless it can be 
suggested that some practical issue would 
come from the inquiry he suggests, it 
seems hardly worth while to appoint a 
Commission in order to investigate the 
matter. 


THE ARMY ESTIMATES. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS : I beg to 
the Treasury 


ask the First Lord of 
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whether he will state when the Army 
Estimates will be taken. 


Mason RASCH (Essex, S.E.) had a 
similar question on the Paper. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Army 
Estimates are not yet printed. In any 
case, the House must make further pro- 
gress with the Navy Estimates before the 
Army Estimates can he taken. 


RUSSIAN CONSUL AT BOMBAY. 

Mr. PROVAND: [ beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Russian Government has made a proposal 
to appoint a Consul General at Bombay ; 
whether there are any British Consuls 
anywhere in Russia east of Batoum ; and 
whether, before agreeing to the appoint- 
ment of a Russian Consul General at 
Bombay, the Government will require 
the acceptance of a British Consular re- 
presentative at some suitable place in 
astern Russia. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | understand 
that this question has already been fully 
answered by the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs, and [ refer the hon. Gentle- 
man to the reply given on the 19th of 
this month.* 


BUSINESS THE HOUSE. 

*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I wish to ask a question with 
regard to No. 5 of the Orders of the Day. 
Does the right hon. Gentleman intend to 
proceed with that to-night, in view of the 
fact that it covers the Vote on which is 
raised the question of the Cromwell 
statue. 


Mr. WEIR: Before the right hon. 
Gentleman answers, [ wish to inquire if 
he is aware that only 21 Votes out of 138 
had been discussed when he moved the 
closure on Friday. What opportunity 
does he intend to give us for discussing 
the remainder of the Votes ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It has, I 
believe, been the practice of the House to 
take the Vote on Account in the course of 
a single evening. In answer to my right 
hon. friend, | may say that there is a 
Report down for to-night earlier than 
the one to which he refers. [ do not pro- 
pose to ask the House to sit to an 
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undue hour, but should the Report to 
which I have alluded be disposed of 
without debate, I should hope then to be 
allowed to get the other Report. But, 
under any circumstances, I should not 
ask the House to take it after half-past 
twelve. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: The matter 
to which I alluded is the erection of a 
statue within the precincts, in defiance of 
the decisions of both Houses, a subject in 
which great interest is taken, and it would 
no doubt be for the general convenience 
if my right hon. friend would name a time 
after which he will not take the Report. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I may point 
out to my right hon. friend that we had 
three or four hours discussion on this 
matter at a most convenient period on 
Friday last, and under these circumstances 
I think he is unreasonable in asking 
us to give an early hour for the discussion 
of the Report stage of a Vote which has 
already been taken after full debate. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It would he 
ot great convenience to the Irish Members 
if the First Lord of the Treasury could 
state approximately when he proposes to 
move the House into Committee of Supply 
on the Civil Service Estimates. He has 
heen kind enough to promise us a certain 
amount of notice, but can he assure us 
that it will not be done hefore the 20th 
March? Further I would like to ask him 
vhen he proposes to take the Budget. 
Will it be before Easter ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I certainly 
hope the Budget will be taken before 
Easter. As regards the other question of 
the hon. Member, I am unwilling to pledge 
myself without notice. I should like to 
see what progress we make with our 
financial business and to ascertain exactly 
what our financial necessities are. — I 
would therefore suggest that he put his 
question again to-morrow or Thursday, 
and then I will endeavour to answer him. 


SUPPLY—NAVY ESTIMATES. 
Order for Committee read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That Mr. Deputy Speaker do now leave 
the Chair.” 


*THE FIRST LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): [ think I am relieved 


{COMMONS} 


by the circumstances of the times from 
offering any justification for the magnitude 


of those Estimates which I now rise to, 


propose. The amount is £27,522,600, 
being an increase of £928,100 over the 
Estimates of last year. This is a stage— 
not a very long stage—in that increase 
of our naval expenditure which has now 
been going on for about six or seven 
years. When we took office five years 
ago, the Navy Estimates stood at 
£18,700,000. ‘To-day I propose them at 
£27,500,000, nearly half as much again. 
The average yearly increase during these 
years has been about £2,000,000, but the 
progress has not been uniform. On one 
occasion the leap that was taken amounted 
to £3,100,000 ; last vear it was 
£2,800,000. But whatever the differences 
have been in the amounts of the Esti- 
mates proposed, there has been a con- 
tinuity of policy; the same principles 
have underlain all the Estimates from 
year to year, and they have not been 
spasmodic or capricious. When prompt 
action had to be taken, it has been 
taken, but we were still guided by those 
principles with which the House is fully 
acquainted, and which, [ think, the House 
and the country have endorsed. To. 
the Estimates this year of £27,500,000 
must be added about £2,000,000 pro 
bably, for expenditure under the Naval 
Works Act, which would bring up the 
total to nearly £30,000,000 sterling. 
I say this coldly, not rhetorically, only 
for the information of the Committee. 
These Estimates have been framed on the 
same principles as former Estimates. 
There is nothing sensational about the 
Estimates—indeed I am informed in some 
quarters that the absence of anything 
sensational about the Estimates has caused 
great disappointment -they simply repre- 
sent the steady progress which we have 
been engaged in for some years past. [| 
need not tell the House that, though 
there is nothing sensational in these Esti 
mates, we thoroughly realise the situation 
in which we stand. We know what the 
nation expects of the Navy, and we know 
our duty is to prepare for all emergencies. 
We have framed the Estimates on that 
footing. We have not included in them 
any amount for the mobilisation of the 
Fleet. If the mobilisation had to take 
place, and if we thought it necessary, we 
should not hesitate for a moment to 
mobilise the Fleet and come to Parlia- 
ment for the necessary sum. in order to 


(Vary Estimates), iY 
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do so. But we do not think that that 
time has come, and we hope it will not 
come. We are not menaced by any 
naval Power ; and, supposing we were to 
mobilise, what should we do with our 
mobilised vessels? There might be a 
long time during which there was no in- 
crease in the present tension, and during 
that time the mobilised Fleet would 
parade up and down the Channel in order 
to show Europe that we possess the ships. 
Europe knows our strength. There are 
times when a demonstration is advisable 
and sometimes necessary, but we do not 
think that a demonstration of that kind is 
necessary now. There are three meanings 
in which mobilisation is used. There is 
the mobilisation of the Fleet ; there is the 
partial mobilisation, as we call it, which 
takes place at the manceuvres ; and there 
is the mobilisation of particular ships or a 
particular squadron. I daresay that some 
of those who cry for the mobilisation of 
the Fleet mean the mobilisation of a 
squadron, or something short of a great 
mobilisation, which is not necessary, and 
which would disturb the whole of the 
training which sailors and the marines go 
through at such establishments as the “ Ex- 
cellent,” and the * Cambridge ” at Devon- 
port, the gunnery and torpedo schools, 
that constant training which is necessary 
to develop the bluejacket and the marine 
up to date. The alarmists cry for 
mobilisation ; but the sensationalists scent 
it often where there is no question of 
mobilisation at all. There was a 
curious case the other day, when the 
papers began to publish paragraphs 
headed, ‘* Admiralty Active,” ‘ Admiralty 
Alive to the Situation,” because we had 
begun, as it was supposed, coaling some 
ships in the Reserve. [ had not heard of 
this coaling at all. [had to inquire about 
it, and I asked my naval colleagues. 
They had not heard about it, and no 
order had been given. We asked the 
Admiral Superintendent at Portsmouth 
Dockyard, but he did not know ; he had 
given no orders. What had happened ? 
It was the storekeeper at Portsmouth, 
who, acting on a port order, had filled 
up ships with some coal which had 
been used on them during a certain 
time. There is a rule that they ought 
to be filled with coal when used up to a 
certain point, and, acting automatically 
on that order, these ships had been filled 
ap, but the incident was utilised in order 
to predict and emphasise the beginning of 
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a mobilisation. That warns us that we 


must be careful what we do, 
because we do not want to disturb 
the minds either of the — sensa- 
tionalists or of any other class. 


There is an administrative measure which 
the Admiralty are going to take, and 
which will commend itself to the public 
generally. It is in reference to the 
Reserve Squadron. The ships of that 
squadron have hitherto gone every year 
about March 1st to Portland for prize- 
firing and some other exercises. They 
will go there this year, but we propose 
that they shall go there and act together, 
instead of singly or independently, and 
that the Admiral of the Reserves should 
take charge of the Reserve ships. He 
will take them to sea and exercise them 
in tactics as well as prize-firing, and in 
every way the efficiency of the squadron 
and the individual ships will be increased 
by their acting together in that manner. [I 
mention it as an administrative measure. | 
do not know thatit was necessary to inform 
the House of this, but I foresee that the 
moment this action takes place and the 
admiral hoists his flag at Portland the 
incident will be taken to mean mobilisa- 
tion, and it will be stated ‘at last we have 
become awakened to the necessities of 
the situation.” The absence of the 
Channel Squadron was commented on in 
the same class of paragraphs I have re- 
ferred to, but at the time when it was 
said that our coasts were in danger 
during the present state of things the 
Channel fleet was engaged in excellent 
exercises in the seclusion of Bantry Bay. 
Icome now to another subject not un- 
connected with this which I have treated. 
A point on which there has been alarm 
has been the question of coal. We have 
been summoned to explain why we did 
not take some measures to stop the ex- 
port of coal to France and Russia and 
other Powers with whom it was thought 
we might possibly at some time 
be at war. I ask the House, Is it 
within the sphere of practical politics to 
talk at this moment of stopping the ex- 
port of coal? I do not know what 
would be the condition even of the great 
coal-producing counties. I do not know 
what would be said by the shipowners, 
by the owners of collieries, and by 
the vast interests engaged in the coal 
trade; but I submit that it is an entirely 
impossible measure to consider that it 
would be possible to stop the export of 
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coal before war breaks out or until an 
emergency of a totally different character 
from the present one arises. What we 
have to do, and are attempting to do, is 
to take every precaution that we shall be 
able to get all the coal we want, and that 
ow coaling arrangements may be as per- 
fect as forethought, arrangement, and 
organisation can make them. We have 
under review our arrangements with the 
collieries, and have examined carefully the 
question of the export of coal. I think 
the House may be interested to know 
what the percentage of the export of coal 
to France and Russia is to the total out- 
put of the United Kingdom. It is 4 per 
cent. The coal which went to France 
and Russia combined in 1899 was 
9,000,000 tons. It is larger than usual. 
There has been a strike in Silesia, and in 
consequence Russia has been importing 
large quantities of coal for railways and 
other purposes from this country instead 
ot from Germany. Russia has reduced 
the tax on coal in order to facilitate the 
import. It was stated that there were 
contracts for 400,000 tons, which created 
some alarm; but if a contract like this 
is made by a Government it does not 
follow that the coal has to be delivered at 
once. It may be part of the coal arrange- 
ments which are habitual, but the 
statistics I have given show that we 
ought not to be alarmed at the export of 
coal to France and Russia. At the same 
time it is our business to see that some 
arrangements are made to secure coal. 
The difficulty, however, lies not only with 
the getting of the coal, but with getting 
colliers, which is sometimes a more difh- 
cult point than the getting of the coal 
itself. There is one point I omiited with 
reference to mobilisation. I omitted to 
state that persons have commented upon 
the absence of ships, or have expressed 
a desire that more should be commissioned. 
I think they can hardly realise the enor- 
mous munber of tightingand seagoing ships 
and the great difference which exists in 
that respect between nowand ten yearsago. 
There are now 258 sea-going ships in com- 
mission, with crews of 56,000; while in 
1888 there were only 139 ships, with crews 
of 25,000. Therefore, there are at sea at 
present twice the number of men and 
more than 100 more ships. Let people 
consider that when they ask for the 
mobilisation of still more ships. But one 


step we took when the demand for 
cruisers for the Cape was considered, and 


Mr. Goschen. 
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when we had to send out the “ Furious,” 
the “ Terrible,” and others, thinking it 
our duty to look out for the transports at 
Gibraltar, Las Palmas, and St. Vincent. 
We then transferred the ofticers and 
crews from four ships of the training 
squadron to modern men-of-war ; and by 
that step we strengthened the fighting 
efficiency of the fleet by four powerful 
ships. But there has been much com- 
ment on that step. My hon. friend 
behind me looks with dismay at 
this transfer, and he will — pro- 
bably ask me whether it is to be 
permanent. I cannot answer that 
question yet. No final decision has yet 
been taken by the Admiralty. Personally. 
I have always been in favour of the 
transfer, but the opinion of the Navy is 
extremely divided on the subject, and | 
think that the great balance of opinion 
among the men on the active list is that 
the sailing training squadron is doomed. 
Sucessive commanders-in-chief of the 
Mediterranean Squadron and of — the 
Channel Squadron have held that opinion, 
and those great authorities must naturally 
have weight. As to, my opinion, it Is 
still in suspense, but I say distinctly that 
on a subject of this kind it is the duty of 
a civilian First Lord. to. be guided by the 
advice. of his naval. eolleagues on the 
Board. On this oceasion [ ought to say 
one word on the transport service, though 
it will be move: fully discussed —-possibly 
in a critical spirit-—on a future day. 
I do not now intend to defend the 
action of the Admiralty, but merely to 
place before the House and the public the 
magnitude of the operations which have 
been undertaken. Since the beginning of 
July 181 transports and freight ships 
have been engaged in the conveyance to 
South Africa of a force of 152,000 
officers and men, 23,300 horses, and 
23,600 mules—-exclusive of the troops, 
horses, ete., which have been conveyed 
from India and the colonies under local 
arrangements, and exclusive of certain 
Volunteer detachments and special corps. 
In this connection, [I wish to com- 
pliment the mercantile marine on their 
part. It has been noted how extra- 
ordinarily few accidents have occurred. 
There have been two serious ones at 
most, but as far as we know the whole of 
these operations has been conducted with- 
out the loss of a single human life. In these 
vast operations we have seen the reserve 
power of this country for all the sub- 
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sidiary operations of war, and the assis- 
tance which could be rendered by the mer- 
cantile marine in times of emergency. 
Not only have the ships been excellent, 
Int Iam told that the masters of all these 
ships---cattle boats many of them, or 
hoats engaged in far rougher trades 
than that of conveying Yeomanry 
and Household troops have invari- 
ably acted with a courtesy and ability 
in discharging their onerous duties which 
have excited the admiration and praise of 
ow military authorities. [have thought 
it right on this occasion to mention a few 
matters which do not arise directly on 
the Estimates, because they appear to me 
to be of general interest, and it would be 
thought strange if I did not make some 
allusion to them. [ pass now to the 
Estimates proper, and the great preblems 
involved in them. Generally, the increase 
of £920,000 may be divided as follows : 

Personnel, £448,000; Miscellaneous, 


£28,000; Works, £51,000; Ordnance 
Vote, £294,000; Vote &, shipbuilding, 
£108,000. As to the Works Vote, one 


of the principal points in the increase is 
the attention which has been paid to 
hospitals. This is a matter which has 
attracted a great deal of attention on our 
part. The hospitals we did not think 
were thoroughly up to date ; they re- 
quired considerable reform; and the 
whole naval medical staff has been dealt 
with. In regard to the Ordnance Vote, 
the increase is over £290,000. It isa 
very anxious Vote ; and I do not think I 
need justify the amount we have taken 
for that Vote, though it is immense. At 
present it stands at £3,000,000, while five 
years ago it stood at £1,600,000. It has 
almost doubled in that time ; but it is a 
Vote no part of which would be grudged 
hy anyone in this House. It is a very 
anxious Vote, because it is in connection 
with this Vote that we have to consider 
new inventions and appliances of every 
kind; and not only the nature of our 
guns, but the amount which we ought to 
have in store. But, at all events, I would 
ask hon. Members to remember that it is 
under this Vote that there have 
heen provided the naval 4:7 in. and 
12-pounder guns which, under the 
blue - jackets and marines, have done 
such excellent service at the front. 
With reference to the personnel, we pro- 
pose an increase of 4,240, which will 
bring the numbers up to 115,000. Can 
we get them? We can get them. I 
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think the best proof that we can get them 
is that I asked for an increase last year of 
little more than 4,000 and we have 
raised them. The numbers have risen 
from 105,000 on February 1, 1899, to 
110,000 on the Ist of this month. We 
have only 400 more to get during the 
next month to realise the whole number 
for which we asked. There was a 
time when we hoped that we might have 
rested at a lower figure than 115,000. 
Last year I said I hoped that when we 
had reached 110,000 we might stop ; but 
the action of other countries and the 
general needs of the service have been 
such that we have been compelled to 
advance to the present figure. I will 
not deny that there are drawbacks to 
this rapid increase, which in a few years 
has raised a personnel of 65,000 to 
115,000. One drawback is that we 
must have young recruits, and there is a 
difficulty in getting a sufficient number 
of petty officers of a certain seniority. 
Then there is great difficulty in getting 
them all to sea, notwithstanding the 
immense number of ships commissioned. 
We do our best to train them on shore, 
but there are many difficulties. | With 
reference to the Naval Reserves, | have 
remarked in my printed statement that a 
smaller number were embarked for the 
six months training and somewhat fewer 
enrolled than we took the money for last 
year. The exceptional circumstances 
mentioned in that statement have ac- 
counted for the fact to some extent. But 
I would remind the House that this is a 
new scheme, under which the quality ot 
the men is to be largely improved, anc 
that is to be done by insisting that every 
Naval Reservist during the first five years 
shall go to sea for six months in a man- 
of-war, and that is a condition which 
I should be most reluctant to relax. We 
have no intention of retracing our steps 
in that respect. It is no use having a 
paper Reserve. We want trained men. 
We would rather put up with a somewhat 
smaller enrolment if it enabled us to have 
men who knew all about a man-of-war. 
But I do not accept the present slacker 
enrolment as normal, and, indeed, since 
the statement was issued we have better 
prospects of increasing the number of men 
at sea. In the Réserve Squadron, which 


will be brought together at Portland in 
March, there will be, for instance, 500 
Reserve men, who will take their part in 
all the movements. 


We are not content 
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with merely having the men. We have 
been giving a great deal of attention to 
the point as to the use to which we should 
‘put them in case of an emergency. We 
should not absorb a very large number of 
the Reserve in order to man every ship 
that we could possibly send to sea. But 
we are engaged in the study of a plan as 
to how to employ and utilise them to the 
very best advantage, and we, therefore, 
think it would be better to obtain powers 
to call up a certain number of the Reserve, 
if we required them—say 10,000 or 15,000 
instead of the whole 29,000 at once. 
At present, as the law stands, if we were 
to call out the Reserve for mobilisation 
we should have to call out the whole 
29,000; so we propose to introduce a 
short Bill, which I am sure the House 
will be willing to pass, to give us some- 
what more elasticity in the calling up of 
the Reserve. It is often asked, Will the 
Naval Reservists turn up when they are 
wanted? The same question was asked 
with regard to the Army Reserve. The 
Army Reservists came up when the call 
yas made on them, and I see no reason 
whatever why the Naval Reservists should 
not show the same alacrity in fulfilling 
their engagements as was shown by the 
Army Reservists. But we are not con- 
tent even to leave matters entirely in this 
position. We have been looking around 
for further organised Reserves. There is 
another Reserve which is very little heard 
of: it is that most excellent Reserve, the 
seamen pensioners, numbering 4,500 men, 
who have earned their pensions and have 
gone into the Seamen Pensioners Reserve, 
and who for a slight remuneration do a 
certain amount of drill every year, and 
are ready to be called out in an emer- 
gency. The importance of this Reserve 
is that the majority of the men are petty 
officers, and these 4,500 seasoned men 
would be invaluable as_ petty officers for 
the 29,000 Reserve men, and we are now 
considering how these two organisations 
can be brought together. But that is an 
existing Reserve. We find that there is 
no Reserve for the seamen who take 
their discharge after twelve years service 
without re-engagement. The statistics of 
the discharge of these men do not give a 
right impression of the facts, because a 
great many of them re-enrol after six 
months, though they count as having 
taken their discharge. But no doubt 
there is a great number of these men who 
do not enrol themselves in this Reserve, 
Mr. Goschen., 
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and I am told that only one in five of 
them join the Naval Reserve, which is an 
entirely different body, composed of fisher- 
men and sailors of the mercantile marine. 
These are men who are experts, who 
belong to the prime of the service, and 
whom it would be most desirable to 
secure. Now there is no Marine Reserve. 
We are at the present time studying 
plans for sweeping in both marines 
and seamen who have taken their dis- 
charge after twelve years, and [ hope, on 
a future occasion, to be able to lay figures 
before the House showing how we have 
strengthened our resources in that direc- 
tion. The more trained men we can get 
the more valuable our Reserve will be. I 
should say that both the seamen 
pensioners who have not joined a 
Reserve, and the Marine pensioners who 
have not joined any Reserve, are still all 
liable to be called wp until they are 55 
years of age. The men whoare not liable 
to be called up are those who have taken 
their discharge without pensions. The 
House perhaps does not know the large 
resources we have in manning when we 
take into account all those Reserves 
together. We have 28,000 Royal Naval 
Reserve, 9,000 seamen pensioners, of whom 
4,500 are in the Seamen Pensioners 
Reserve, 2,800 Marine pensioners, making 
a total of 40,000, all liable to service. 
Besides these there are 115,000 on the 
active list, giving a total of 155,000, from 
which I deduct 6,000 boys in training, 
leaving 149,000 men whom we are able 
to call up in case of emergency. That is 
exclusive of the new proposals I am about 
to make. I do not say whether it is 
enough, but I am putting the plain facts 
before the House. There is a further 
attempt we are going to make. The 
House will feel, I hope, that we are giving 
our attention seriously to this matter. 
We are now inquiring as to how we can 
organise Naval Reserves in our colonies. 
The military instincts of the colonies have 
been so developed in connection with the 
war in South Africa as to inspire us 
with the hope that, if we can only find 
an adequate system of organisation, we 
shall be able to get valuable contingents 
for our Navy from Australia, Canada, and 
elsewhere. But there are some difficul- 
ties inthe way, partly on account of the 
differences in wages in the colonies and 
partly because we have not got the same 
appliances for training in the colonies that 
we have at home. We have had a long 
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correspondence with some of the authori- 
ties in Australia. Our Commander-in- 
Chief has done his best, but, as I have 
said, we find certain insuperable difticul- 
ties either that the terms which would 
have to be given to the Colonial Reserve 
would be so much higher than the pay 
of the bluejackets that discontent would 
arise ; or that, on the other hand, if we 
did not give these high terms, and we 
required the men to undergo six months’ 
training, we should not be able to get 
the colonials. That is a formidable 
difficulty, but it may be possible to solve 
it in this way—-namely, not to raise a 
sea-going Reserve from Australia, but 
aNaval Reserve for coast defence in 
which sea training would not be indispen- 
sable. But that is a matter for future 
decision. I thought it better to suspend 
negotiations on the subject until federa- 
tion is established, as it would be infinitely 
easier to deal with one central authority 
for one Naval Reserve than to arrange 
for several Reserves with four or five 
distinct Governments in Australia. 
With Newfoundland we are more 
advanced. There wages are not so 
high, and there the fishing industry is 
so managed that it may be agreeable to 
the fishermen to beemployed for a period in 
a man-of-war during the time the fishing 
season is closed. In that direction there 
ismore hope. They have asked that we 
should reduce the time of training from 
six to four months to conform to their 
local exigencies. | No final decision has 
been taken in the matter, but I thought 
it my duty to the colonies to inform the 
House of the interest they have shown in 
this attempt to form a Colonial Naval 
Reserve, and their great desire that the 
negotiations should be ultimately success- 
ful. Let me say a word on an important 
branch of the personnel—I mean the engi- 
neers. Those who have read my printed 
statement will see that we have tried to 
meet the desires of the engineers to as 
great an extent as we have found com- 
patible with the general interests of the 
service ; but, as my printed statement 
may not have been as accessible to the 
engineers as I should hope, I should like 
to read what we have done— 


Supply 


“The promotion, status, and pay of engineer 
officers have been recently considered by a 
committee of the Board, with the result that 
the following changes have been approved :— 
lhe list of chief inspectors of machinery has 
been increased from five to eight, and that of 
inspectors of machinery from eight to thirteen. 
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The engineer-in-chief has been given the rela- 
tive rank of a rear admiral. The rank of 
staff engineer has been abolished. Chief engi- 
neers will rank with lieutenants of and above 
eight years seniority, while engineers on pro- 
motion will rank with lieutenants of less than 
eight years’ seniority instead of, as now, with 
but after lieutenants. In other respects the 
relative rank of engineer officers remains un- 
changed. Engineers will be given a new scale 
of pay—nainely, on promotion, 10s. a day ; 
after four years. lls. a day ; after eight years, 
12s. a day ; and the allowance of Is. a day at 
present paid to senior engineers for all ships 
will be replaced by a scale varying, according 
to responsibility, from 1s. to 2s. 6d. a day.” 


There is one other important branch of 
the service about which | should like to 
say a word. I mean the medical service. 
We are doing what we can to give the 
medical officers in the Navy greater 
opportunities for studying and informing 
themselves generally with reference to 
the progress of medical science, and also 
to relieve them of burdens which seem to 
us unjust. Hitherto the medical officers 
have had to supply their own surgical 
instruments, and, as a consequence, which 
was not unnatural, in many ships the 
supply of surgical and other instruments 
and drugs, which are so essential for the 
welfare of the sailors, has not been 
sutticient. We have therefore thought 
it our duty to improve this service to the 
hest of our ability. I hope these details 
are of some interest: I have given them 
fully in order that they may be read by 
others who take a great interest in naval 
matters. I now pass to another question, 
not more interesting, but quite as interest- 
ing—the question of mafériel. I will 
speak, in the first instance, of construction 
during the present financial year. The 
House will observe in the statement an 
intimation that the two ironclads of which 
I spoke last year---the ** Albemarle ” and 
the “ Montagu ”—have been begun. It 
seems a very long time since the Hague 
Conference assembled to consider the 
question of mutual disarmament, held its 
meetings, and when it was called together, 
the House will remember, we suggested 
as a Government that possibly the 
laying down of further battleships 
might be kept in suspense, with a view 
to ascertaining what the decision of the 
Hague Conference might be. This country, 
maligned as it generally is for an aggressive 
intention, was, I think, the only one which 
made a suggestion of the kind or met in 
any degree the peaceful spirit which 
inspired, most sincerely inspired, the 
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Tsar in calling the Conference. 
Conference met, and soon it appeared 
that disarmament was a_ policy too 
Utopian to be entertained, or even reduc- 
tion of armaments. Other valuable 
matters arose in the Conference, but as 
to progressive reduction of armaments 
nothing at all was done ; and in the next 
six months succeeding the Conference 
more gigantic programmes, stretching for- 
ward for eight, sixteen, and twenty years, 
were conceived and elaborated by the 
(sovernments represented at the Hague 
Conference than had ever been put for- 
ward by those Powers before. Well, we 
commenced the two ironclads which 
figured in the programme of last year. 
Then there is another point connected 
with the programme of last year namely, 
that we have dropped our proposal to lay 
down three third-class cruisers of rather 
larger dimensions than the “ Pelorus ” 
class, intended to be very fast, and de- 


signed for special purposes. In the 
statement laid before the House I 
have deseribed the — considerations 
which induced us to change our 
plan. We were guided in the matter 


to a certain extent by the experience of 
other countries. France had also intended 
to lay down some very fast small cruisers, 
but the French naval architects, like our 
own, appear to have found the task 
impossible to perform, and the French 
Government have withdrawn the small 
third-class cruisers from their programme, 
just as we have dropped them from ours. 
The attempt was to put an enormous 
amount of machinery within a vessel of 
very small dimensions. That has been 
accomplished in the torpedo-destroyers- 

they are light and very delicate instru- 
ments ; but when we came to try it on a 
larger scale it was thought that these 
third-class cruisers would only be torpedo- 
destroyers on a larger scale, that they 
would not have the necessary seagoing or 
fighting power, and, therefore, it was 
thought better not to embark on an 
ambitious attempt, which, though it would 
result in the appearance of a great success, 
might turn out to be impracticable in war. 
The Russian Government have taken a 
different view and have two such vessels 
under construction, one in Copenhagen 
and one in Germany. Whether they will 
he successful or not is for the Russian 
Government to judge ; 
special object in obtaining craft of this 
kind. We have been guided by the best 
Mr. Goschen. 
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advice obtainable, and have altered our 
programme, substituting for these small 
cruisers a second-class cruiser of an im- 
proved “Hermes” type. In this I think the 
House will consider us justified, and the 
second-class cruiser will come within the 
limits of liability sanctioned by Parlia- 
ment for the three third-class vessels. The 
proposed second-class cruiser will have 
the same armament as others of the 
type, a speed of about twenty-one 
knots, and a slightly larger displace- 
ment. The design is not yet coniplete. 
I come now to the most regrettable part 
of my statement—the failure on the part of 
contractors forarmour, hulls, and machinery 
to earn the money taken by us in our 
Estimates, which we hoped would have 
been spent in the year. It is much to he 
deplored that we find that £1,400,000 or 
more of the sum placed at our disposal 
has not been earned. The most accurate 
calculations were made, ship by ship, on 
the basis of what we supposed contractors 
would earn. But contractors have not 
earned the amount expected, and a sum 
of £1,400,000 remains unspent for these 
purposes. Here I cannot resist the 
temptation to refer to an interpretation 
that has been put upon this failure to ex- 
pend this sum, for it is the most extrava- 
gant case of the imaginative perversion of 
facts which I have ever come across. I 
have seen it seriously suggested in a 
serious newspaper that the Treasury inter- 
fered to preve:t this expenditure, that pres- 
sure was put upon us nt to spend money 
which belonged not to us but to the con- 
tractors. The writer imagined the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer coming to the 
Admiralty and saying, “ Tell your con- 
tractors to drop work, because I should 
like a little more money to wipe off debt 
at the end of the year.” This is the 
absurd idea seriously put forward, the 
fact being that we at the Admiralty have 
been straining every nerve to keep the 
contractors up to their work, visit after 
visit having been made to the armour 


' manufacturers for the purpose of seeing 


at our disposal. 


they may have a | 


whether they could not produce more. 
Notwithstanding this, such an idea was 
started. I need not assure the House 
that our anxiety has been to usefully 
spend every shilling Parliament has placed 
We deplore a condition 
of things which the House must realise n 
relation to our construction programme. 
It appears that, so far as machinery, hulls, 
and armour are concerned, it is difficult to 
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produce more than we are asking for. We 
have been putting a pretty strong strain 
on manufacturers; there are fifteen 
battleships and fourteen armoured cruisers 
under construction, and it is not surprising 
that they are pretty well occupied. Under 
such conditions some critics ask that we 
should lay down, not two battleships and 
six armoured cruisers, but ten battleships 
and thirty armoured cruisers. It would 
he distinctly dishonest on our part if we 
were to suggest that we could undertake 
building and ask Parliament to vote 
money for ships we cannot build within 
the time. Our programme is limited to 
what we believe to be the output of 
the country in armour, hulls, machinery, 
and the vast number of accessories to be 
provided. The limit has been laid 
down after careful investigation founded 
ou experience. Once before our pro- 
gramme was limited by the output of 
armour. The great armour firms were 
sanguine that they could produce so many 
thousand tons, but unfortunately their 
expectations were not realised, and though 
they have increased their plant by nearly 
50 per cent. beyond what it was in the 
previous year, we are still short by 
£400,000 of the value of the armour we 
expected would have been produced. I 
may have a few more observations to 
make on our programme. As I have said, 
the main portion is two battleships, six 
first-class armoured cruisers, and one 
second - class eruiser. Shipbuilding in 
foreign countries, of course, has great 
interest at the present time. Our 
proposed expenditure for the year 1900-1 
is £8,460,000. Russia in ordinary esti- 
mates proposes to spend £2,300,000, and 
under the famous ukase another 
£2,000,000, making together £4,300,000. 
France will spend in the financial year 
£4,154,000, according to estimates ; and 
added together the expenditure of the 
two Powers makes £8,454,000, or, by an 
extraordinary accidental coincidence, 
£6,000 short of our expenditure. Ger- 
many will spend about three-and-a-half 
millions. Then there is a point which 
I .think will interest the House. The 
French reporter of the committee which 
considers the Naval Budget states that 
materials in France for shipbuilding cost 
40 per cent. more than in England, and 
that labour costs 10 per cent. more. I 
can scarcely believe that materials cost 
40 per cent more, but the French experts , 
ought to know. Generally, taking their , 
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shipbuilding in France, and probably 
Russia, as 20 per cent. dearer than here, 
we have an advantage amounting to 
no less than about £1,700,000 on the 
expenditure in the two countries 
that is to say, though the expenditure 
here might be the same as in France and 
Russia combined, we should build an 
additional battleship and an additional 
cruiser. I have verified this view by com- 
paring the cost of individual ships. Their 
ironclads and cruisers cost more than our 
ironclads and cruisers. That is an advan- 
tage which we have. Perhaps it may 
also interest the House to know that 
France has completed two or three iron- 
clads, and that she will have under con- 
struction this year three ironclads, and 
probably if her new programme is carried 
out she will lay down two more towards 
the end of the year. Let me say one 
word with reference to the new  pro- 
grammes of France and Germany. Those 
programmes require to be analysed if we 
are to understand their true proportions. 
Germany is starting a programme for 
sixteen years. Her programme for per- 
sonnel is toextend up to 1920. Germany’s 
programme reaches the appalling figure of 
70 millions sterling. France has got a 
programme spread over eight years of 28 
millions sterling. Germany’s first year’s 
expenditure amounts to £4,380,000 ; and 
France’s first year’s expenditure — is 
£4,154,000, but the House will see that 
these appalling figures are for programmes 
spread over a very large number of years, 
and that what you have got to look at is 
the annual sum which will be spent, and 
not these gigantic totals. 1 compare our 
annual expenditure of £8,000,000 with 
the annual expenditure which is contem- 
plated under their great proposals. If we 
were to act upon the German principle, and 
have a programme extending over sixteen 
years, at our present rate the expenditure 
would be £128,000,000 instead of the 
£70,000,000 of Germany, and applying 
the same parallel calculation as regards 
France we should find our expendi- 
ture was £64,000,000 instead of the 
£28,000,000 which is contemplated by 
France. I do not know whether any 
persons in this country would have wished 
us to lay down a programme for the next 
sixteen years or even for the next eight 
years. I know the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouth would 
not have liked a Naval Defence Act of 
that character, and I think now a Navall 
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Defence Act is unnecessary, because the | in shipbuilding and engineering. We 


country has been thoroughly accustomed 
toe certain principles and to a continuity 
of policy in this matter. The difficulty 
hefore the Naval Defence Act was that 
with constant changes of administration 
the Estimates went up and down, but I 
must say that I shall never regret that I 
was a party to the Naval Defence Act 
which gave us a large number of ships 
built as we intended them to be built and 
in the numbers which we intended to 
have. But now we are in such a position 
that I, for my part, would prefer to look 
on and see how these great Naval Defence 
Acts of foreign countries are going to 
work out. We know that France in- 
tends during that time to lay down six 
battleships and five armoured cruisers. I 
should like to see what class of battleships 
and of armoured cruisers they will be. It 
is always interesting to learn from foreign 
countries, and the French are extremely 
clever, as everyone admits, in naval con- 
struction. I think we had better go for- 
ward now with our annual Estimates, 
keeping them on the same lines and on 
the same principles. The House will see, 
if | have managed to at all make them 
understand our position, that our Esti- 
mate of £8,000,000 for constructive pur- 
poses now is quite equivalent to the 
larger programmes which have been made 
by other countries, and that these large pro- 
grammes ought not to alarm us in that 
respect. Of course, these programmes 
are large, and it will require great 
vigilance and constant sacrifice and atten- 
tion on the part of the House and the 
country to keep ourselves abreast of this 
great development of naval power which 
is being made, not only in France and 
Russia and Germany, but also in the 
United States and Japan. In all directions 
we see this great increase of naval con- 
struction. I have explained how I con- 
sider that our programme of battleships 
and cruisers is adequate, and I have also 
explained that it is limited by the power 
of the contractors and private firms. 
Then, it may be said, “ Why do you not 
increase the number of men in your dock- 
yards ad libitum, and so be enabled to lay 
down more ships?” There are many 
«ditticulties in the way. In the first place, 
we should have the same ditticulty as 
regards armour and material. Then let 
the House understand that there is 
only a certain limited number of men 


belonging to the industries engaged 
' 


Mr. Goschen. 


raise the number of men in our dock- 
yards this year to 32,000, which is the 
largest figure it has ever stood at. It 
stood at 27,000 a few years ago. If we 
endeavoured to increase it still more we 
should simply be drawing away a certain 
number of shipwrights and_ boilermakers 
and others from the private firms engaged 
in building our cruisers and battleships. 
We should not gain much in that way. 
We do propose to employ more labour. 
We have taken an addition of £90,000 
for labour in our dockyards, but we pro- 
pose to employ that additional labour in 
a still more energetic course of repairs 
and refits than we have been engaged in 
in the past. The House will see that at 
critical times repairs and refits of ships 
mean providing for the immediate future, 
while the laying down of ships which may 
be finished three years hence means the 
distant future. Therefore, in critical 
times it is our duty to take every ship in 
hand in that way that deserves repairs, 
and push on those repairs as fast as we 
can, so as to have as many ships as possi- 
ble available at a given time for any 
emergency that may arise. But we do 
not repair ships which do not deserve 
repairs, and in this connection I may say 
something which I am certain will give 
gratification to the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean. We are 
going to strike off at once some of the 
older ships from our list-—the “ Warrior,” 
the ‘“Boadicea,” the ‘ Belleisle,” the 
“ Black Prince,” and some others. The 
right hon. Gentleman and others laugh, 
but I would point out that on the French 
list there are some good old friends. I 
see three battleships continuing to figure 
on the French list with which I was per- 
fectly familiar, and looked upon as very 
fine ships indeed, when I had to propose 
the Navy Estimates in 1874. So that | 
hope that when these comparisons are 
made, and when we strike off our ships, 
the same course may be followed by the 
French Government, or, at all events, by 
those who draw up comparative lists 
between the two countries. There will 
be another opportunity for considering 
whether our programme should include 
any second-class cruisers. These second- 
class cruisers have their uses for the 
protection of commerce in all parts of the 
world, and it would be wrong to give up 
their construction, though, on the whole, 
I think that opinion, both here and 
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abroad, is rather coming to the point of 
having a large number of ships of each 
class and diminishing the number of the 
classes—of having as much homogeneity 
in all classes as possible. I come now to 
the appendages of our Fleet. I was 
asked a question by the hon. Member for 
3elfast with reference to repairing ships, 
telegraph ships, andcolliers. I will state our 
policy tothe House with reference to these 
ships. As regards telegraph ships. That 
matter has heen most carefully considered 
by us. Inall our strategical combinations 
and we are engaged in considering 
strategy—the question of telegraph ships 
greatly enters. But we do not think we 
should be wise in buying or constructing 
telegraph ships ourselves, but that we 
should do far better by utilising the 
services of private enterprise and the cable 
ships of the companies who, in time of 
Weace, are engaged in that work and are 
continually seeking, under the pressure of 
competition, to improve their plant and 
to develop every new invention. The 
House may be assured that we know 
what we are about. We are in communi- 
cation with the cable companies, and we 
have found every disposition on their 
part to facilitate any organisation and any 
steps Which may be taken, so that, when 
an emergency arises, Members need not 
fear that we shall then have to improvise 
our arrangements. The arrangements are 
considered beforehand very — carefully 
and very thoroughly. 
repairing ships. We recognise the im- 
portance of these ships. I do not know 
whether those hon. Members who have 
studied this question have read the 
annual report of the chief of the Bureau 
of Steam Engineering of the United States 
Navy. They will find there an explana- 
tion and description of the enormous ser- 
vices rendered to the American fleet 
in the late war by a repairing ship. I do 
not think L need labour this point. They 
ure very economical because they may 
keep ships out of the dockyards, and 
nothing is worse for economy than when 
ships go into dockyards for small repairs. 
We do not propose to build such ships, 
but we propose that we should now 
contract to purchase a ship of the mer- 
cantile marine, and we find that there 
are ships engaged in the transport service 
which are very suitable and appropriate 
for the purpose. You require the large 
space which you find in shipsof the mercan- 
tile marine. We hope to buy one of these 
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ships soon, indeed at once, and to fit it 
with plant for repairing. We shall then 
see what further action is to be taken. 
The House must not, however, forget that 
we have two ships already employed 
on this work—the “ Vulean”-in the 
Mediterranean, which is doing very 
good work, and the “Hecla” in the 
Channel, which is also a very good ship, 
undertaking the repairs of torpedo- 
destroyers and torpedo-hoats and craft of 
that kind. ‘The House must understand 
that we have this matter well in hand 
and that we quite appreciate its import- 
ance. Then as to the third class—the 
colliers—there again we think that, on 
the whole, using private enterprise will do. 
better than building our own colliers. But 
we are bound to make such arrangements 
as will ensure the free use of colliers in 
time of war. We have made a useful ex- 
periment in this direction and we now 
charter colliers for a year instead of for- 
the voyage, and perhaps fora longer time 
in order to give the owners of colliers an 
opportunity of improving their plant in 
the hope of permanent employment. We 
believe that under this system, under the 
pressure of competition, we shall be able 
to get the necessary class of colliers for 
the services that we necessarily require. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
And speed ? 


*Mr. GOSCHEN: Yes. But the ditti- 
culty of speed in colliers is this : as my 
hon. friend must see, to get speed you 
require large machinery and engines and 
large boiler-room, which occupy a large 
portion of the centre of the ship. Then 
again, speed involves that the collier eats 
away the coal which the collier ought to 
carry for the use of the Fleet. As my 
hon. friend will see, there are two sides to 
this question, but we shall endeavour to 
get the highest speed we can. At any 
rate we have not neglected our duty in 
regard to these ships. We are engaged 
in considering the best methods of carry- 
ing ammunition, stores, and provisions 
from the bases of fleets to the several 
stations. The methods have been de- 
termined for some time past. We are in 
possession of the views of the Com- 
manders-in-Chief, but we have not yet 
come to a final conclusion. The whole of 
this question of mobilisation and organisa- 
tion has occupied, and must occupy, our 
careful attention. Now [I must offer an 
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apology to the House for detaining them 
so long with a great many technical 
matters. It is difficult to choose 
subjects which will be of general in- 
terest. I know I have omitted many 
things, and have only slightly touched 
many important points. But I have no 
doubt my critics and friends will give 
me an opportunity of answering their 
criticisms either upon our programme or 
upon general administration. To sum up, 
the substance of the Estimates is that our 
expenditure is to be twenty-seven and a- 
half millions and our personnel is to be 
115,000 men; including our Naval Re- 
serves it is to be 150,000 men. We hope 
to create two new reserves. In the dock- 
vards there are to be 32,000 men. The 
expenditure on ships is to he £8,460,000. 
We are to lay down two battleships and 
six armoured cruisers, besides other 
smaller vessels, bringing up the total 
number of ships which will be under con- 
struction or passing through construction 
in the coming financial year to seventeen 
battleships, twenty armoured cruisers, 
four protected cruisers, — twenty-one 
destroyers, and other small ships. 
But the vastness of these forces in men 
and ships does not entirely give the clue 
‘to what we have to do, because we have 
most carefully to consider the use to 
which we must put these great forces, the 
strategy which is to underlie their oper- 
cations, and all the precautions which have 
to be taken. We are much preoccupied 
with questions of this kind. The Intelli- 
‘gence Department has been strengthened 
from year to vear. It now contains eight 
naval and five marine officers, so that 
there are thirteen men, all picked men. 
We are anxious to get as much brain 
power as possible into the department, 
cand we have been very successful in doing 
so. We have divided this department 
into three mobilisation, foreign  infor- 
mation, and strategy, and each has at its 
head an Assistant-Director of Intelligence, 
all being under the Director-General of 
Intelligence. I may fairly state that we 
receive intelligence from all portions of our 
dominions. Our plans are carefully 
worked out and the geography of the seas 
is carefully mapped out so that we know 
every trade route and can tell off at once 
all the ships that are to be posted in differ- 
ent parts of the world for the protection 
of our coasts.and our commerce. The 
«question has been asked by a writer, Is 
our Fleet perfeet ? and .he .continned, 


Mr. Goschen. 
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“The First Lord of the Admiralty says 
it is.” I have never ventured on such an 
opinion. No administrator who knows 
his business could possibly believe in the 
perfection of such a vast organisation as 
this. The very statement which I have 
placed in the hands of hon. Members 
shows that it is improvement that we are 
aiming at--improvement in every diree- 
tion with no consciousness that we are 
arriving at perfection. There can be no 
perfection except —and this is the only 
exception. in the loyalty, the sense of 
duty, and the “go” of the officers, and 
the courage and handiness of the seamen 
and the marines. I know of nothing else 
that is perfection. We do our best, and 
the task is a very heavy one, but we do 
not dream of perfection. I hope there is 
nothing in what I have said which looks 
like glorification of the Navy or of the 
Admiralty. 
to give that impression. I have not 
waved the flag, but the flag is there ; and 
I think that now, as heretofore, all the 
citizens of the British Empire, both in 


‘these islands and beyond the seas, even 


in these days of storm and_ stress, may 
rest content that under that flag their 
interest and their honour are safe. 


*sirn OU.) KRAY-SHUTTLEWORTH 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe) said that when they 
had a corresponding debate a year ago it 
was held under the influence of the striking 
contrast between, on the one hand, the 
hopes which were entertained regarding 
the outcome of the Czar’s Peace Con- 
ference, and, on the other hand, the vast 
increments in the naval and military ex- 
penditure in this and some other countries 
in the world. The Peace Conference had 
now heen held, but that was not the 
opportunity for discussing its positive 
results. He feared, however, it could not 
be held that the prevention of war, the 
interruption of shipbuilding activity of 
Continental Powers, the abandonment of 
the practice of formulating ambitious 
paper programmes for sixteen years, or 
eight years, or shorter terms, were among 
the results of that Conference. He was 
sure the House, under these circum- 
stances, would not complain if the Govern- 
ment, determined to maintain the national 
policy of an equality with two Powers, 
proposed to go on on the same lines as in 
recent years. The House and the country 
might rest assured that whether as 
regarded naval works, — shipbuilding, 


I hope I have said nothing® 
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manning of the Navy or Reserves, the 
Opposition, as a whole, remained as 
much in earnest as anybody in the 
desire and determination to maintain and 
advance with every modern improvement 
the force and efficiency of the British 
Navy. He wished distinctly to state 
that, because it became his duty to offer 
some criticism on the shipbuilding pro- 
gramme of the Government. He rejoiced, 
and the House would rejoice also, that 
there were no signs of alarm or loss of 
nerve; that these were not panic Estimates. 
There was no doubt an increase in the 
total Estimates, hut that did not indicate 
any special uneasiness on the part of the 
Government. It was partly due to neces: 
sities, especially with regard to the per- 
smnel, for ships which had been built, or 
were building, and to improvements in 
the pay of the engineering and signalling 
staffs. He desired to say a few words 
upon a short passage in the printed state- 
ment in which the right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord said that the expenditure 
on new construction continually failed to 
reach the sum which was voted. That 
could only relate to the previous three 
years. If the House looked back to 
1896-7 they would see that the estimated 
expenditure for total new const~uction is 
£7,384,000, while the actual amount was 
£7,327,000, or only £57,000 less than the 
Estimate. Previous to that date the actual 
expenditure year by year came up to very 
nearly the amount of the Estimate. One 
point to which he desired to draw 
attention was the causes by which con- 
struction had heen retarded. Two years 
ago the retardation was due to the dispute 
in the engineering trade, whilst last year it 
was alleged to be due ta the great boom in 
shipbuilding and the difticulties in carry- 
ing out the increased work. In the eunent 
year special difficulties appeared to have 
arisen in regard to obtaining materials, 
armour, and engines, and obtaining the 
necessary labour. He was, however, a 
little afraid lest the contractors had been 
allowed to become lax. Had contractors, 
perhaps, been less pressed by the Admiral- 
ty than formerly, he urged the Govern- 
ment to make it clear to them that the 
Admiraity would he quite as exacting as 
other customers. Contract dates were no 


longer enforced, which led to the result 
of our not having the ships which we 
expected, and which had been proposed as 
necessary to our naval strength. 


of 


The 


whole — work the dockyards was 
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thrown out of gear through — the 
failure of contractors to deliver the 
necessary materials, armour _ plates, 


machinery, ete., with the result that when 
they were delivered it was sometimes 
necessary to resort to most uneconomical 
methods, such overtime, in order 
to hurry forward the work. <A 
close examination of the Estimates dis- 
closed the fact that the dockyard work 
had been fairly well performed through- 
out the vear, whilst the contract work 
had got into arrear to an alarming 
extent. There had been a short expendi- 
ture of £1,400,000 on the contract work 
of one shipbuilding Vote. Of this, more 
than a million was due to short expendi- 
ture on twelve ships of the greatest 
importance, namely, the four * Duneans,” 
three of the “ Drake” class, and three of 
the “Cressy ” class, the * Monmouth” and 
the “ Bedford.” On the contracts forarmour 
alone £420,000 less than was estimated 
had heen earned. He would like to know 
how far the Admiralty expected the out- 
put of armour to become more satisfactory. 
He was aware that the four present 
contractors had had to contend with 
special difficulties, because of the new 
hardening process introduced two or three 
years ago. What were the prospects for 
coming years! One great consolation 
remained that whilst delays took place 
in our naval construction, delays of a 
more serious nature were a much more 
frequent and chronic evil in the ship- 
building programme of another naval 
Power, and that whilst we were able to 
build ships of the ‘“ Majestic” class in 
two vears or less, France had been 
unable to complete the ‘ Charlemagne ” 
in less than six to seven years, and the 
“Gaulois” and “St. Louis” in less 
than five years. With regard to the 
new shipbuilding, he did not regret 
the abandonment of the three third- 
class cruisers and the substitution for 
them of a_ second-class cruiser. He 
thonght it would be undesirable to build 
any additional small craft until they had 
betore them the results of the trials of 
the new system of using steam—- he meant 
the steam turbine. If the steam turbine 
turned out to be a success for torpedo- 
boat destroyers, it might also be a 
valuable reform on larger vessels. It was 
a change which was likely to result ina 
great saving of weight and, at the same 
time, the attainment of a much greater 
speed. He now came to the question of 


as 














1155 Supply 


battleships and armoured cruisers. M. 
Lockroy, who had heen three times at 
the head of the Admiralty in France, 
said in La Defense Navale— 

“The cost of ships has grown to such an 

extent that it has become impossible to our 
country to have at the same time a sufficient 
number of cruisers and a respectable number 
of battleships.” 
And he then discussed the possibility of 
a compromise in a ship armoured with 
modern steel uniting in itself the qualities 
of a battleship and a cruiser. Armoured 
cruisers had these two advantages—that 
they cost rather less than battleships, and 
they obtained a much higher speed. 
They had this disadvantage—that they 
did not carry quite as powerful an arma- 
ment. Their secondary armament of 
G-inch and other guns was the same ; 
but in place of four 12-inch guns, 
they carried two of 92-inch calibre. 
Speed was, however, a matter of 
great importance, and in certain cireum- 
stances it was possible to use armoured 
eruisers of the “Cressy ” type as battle- 
ships. When they considered what was 
going on abroad, it was a grave question 
whether the continuance of the policy of 
building battleships was as necessary as 
the building of modern armoured cruisers. 
Our greater celerity in building enabled 
us to wait until we saw what ships were 
actually laid down abroad, and we need 
not be misled by paper programmes, 
which, perhaps, were never to be fulfilled. 
He submitted that the report of the 
French Budget Committee, pointing out, 
as regards the 1896 programme, how 
thirteen cruisers valued at over three 
million sterling, besides certain rapid 
scout-cruisers, had been abandoned, and 
thirteen gunboats had apparently no 
chance of being commenced, showed good 
reasons why people in this country might 
view with considerable equanimity the 
vast paper programmes to which the right 
hon. Gentleman had referred; and he 
thought he was justified in saying that it 
would be a wise policy for this country 
to watch and see what ships were actually 
laid dowh by other countries before being 
frightened into proposing large _ pro- 
grammes. M. de La Porte and_ his 
Budget Committee said that only a little 
more than half the total value of ships 
projected in the 1896 programme had 
heen commenced —only 79 vessels out of 
220.—and their report asked— 

‘Were we wrong in asserting that the pro- 

Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth. 
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gramme of 1896, though hardly three years 
old, has finally ceased to exist 7” 


M. de La Porte argued that, in the 
choice betweeen a war of squadrons and 
a war against commerce, England will 
choose the first, while France would not 
be wise in risking, at the commencement 
of the war, an encounter with her adver- 
sary’s fleet, but at that stage would have 
two objects 

“1. The mobile defence of her coasts, to 
which would be added offensive action within 
a short radius by means of torpedo boats, sub- 
marine boats, and perhaps mortar boats also. 
(2) War on commerce by means of rapid and 
numeroux cruisers with a large radius of 
action.” 


And M. de La Porte added these words, 
which were practically a repetition of 
the abandonment of the policy of 
1896— 


“ We have compelled ourselves, in our feeble- 
ness, to favour for the year 1900 the com- 
mencement of torpedo craft, submarine boats 
and cruisers. 


He had only one more extract to read, 
and he wished to read it to the House, 
because it was really the conclusion of 
the matter. The Committee wound up 
by saying 

“We are to-day asking the Chamber to fix 
at £12,388,000 the total Budget of 1900 (for 
the Navy)—an increase of £244,600. We 
are evidently approaching the limit which 
cannot be exceeded, unless indeed our country, 
renouncing her traditional responsibilities as a 
Continental Power, should wish henceforth to 
look to nothing except the sea and the colonies. 
The credits appropriated to naval construction 
(£4,154,500 for 1900) seem to have reached 
their culminating point.” 


That was, France spent half what we spent 
and got much less than half the result. 
The French Budget Committee had 
stated in a formal way that their naval ex- 
penditure had now reached a culminating 
point, and therefore so far as naval 
expenditure here was concerned there 
was no need for panic or such a huge 
increase of expenditure as had been 
proposed in some quarters. On the 
question of building more battleships he 
would not attempt to express a final 
opinion without the fuller knowledge 
possessed by the Board of Admiralty, 
but while he was assured of the necessity 
of building such armoured cruisers as the 
right hon. Gentleman proposed, he could 
not help having doubts as to the necessity 
of two more battleships (in addition to 
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two last year). He observed that the 
right hon. Gentleman had — taken 


£1,000,000 instead of £750,000 for the | 


coaling of ships; but his own doubt was 
whether it would not be necessary to 
make a larger provision for a reserve of 
coal in time of war. With respect to the 
subject of colliers, probably the plan of 
having colliers immediately under the 
control of the Admiralty was one which 
needed great development, for the present 
arrangements could not be considered 
adequate in the case of war. It was rather 
disappointing to read the paragraph in the 
right hon. Gentleman’s statement relating 
to wireless telegraphy. The experiments 
hal opened up the prospect of our 
cruisers being able to act at a very much 
greater distance from the Fleet, and he 
hoped that the difficulties would be so 
overcome as to make wireless telegraphy 
a necessary appurtenance to the Fleet. 
He had been very glad to hear the right 
hon. Gentleman’s references to the 
services of the naval contingents in South 
Africa. Several naval officers, whose 
names he need not mention, had rendered 
services of an exceptional character, and 
which had had far-reaching effects. The 
experience of naval guns accompanying 
troops in the field, and when used at 
places like Ladysmith, had given new 
hopes of what use might be made of these 
larger guus in connection with military 
operations, and had thrown a new light 
on the whole subject of military arma- 
ment. The House ought to recognise 
with great gratitude the skill and initia- 
tive and inventive power of some of 
the naval officers who had_ rendered 
such valuable services in South Africa. 
On page 13 of the Statement it was said 
that the manufacture of guns was pro- 
ceeding, and had “so far” kept pace with 
the requirements of the Navy. He hoped 
there was no ground for serious anxiety- 

either because of the great demands of 
the Army or from any other cause—-that 
in future the supply of guns for our new 
ships would not keep pace with the 
demand. He had no means of discussing 
the details of the transport work done by 
the Admiralty, but he congratulated the 
Department on the general result. The 
work had been unprecedented in magni- 
tude and it had been crowned with 
remarkable success. He thought the 
country owed an immense deal to the 


enterprise of the mercantile marine. As | 


to the numbers added to the Royal Naval 
VOL, LXXIX. [FourtH SERIEs.] 
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Reserve, he felt some disappointment, but 
he was glad to hear that the subject was 
receiving the attention it deserved from 
the Admiralty. There were great ditti- 
culties with respect to the colonies, but 
he should rejoice if we could have 
an addition to our Naval Reserve from 
Australia. In conclusion he asked for in- 
formation with regard to the progress of 
the naval works. There was no part of 
the expenditure which was more vital to 
our naval strength. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right 
hon. Gentleman opposite has paid a 
tribute of admiration to the services 
rendered by the Naval Brigade in this 
war. Perhaps one of the greatest com- 
plaints I have to make against the First 
Lord of the Admiralty is that he seems 
not to have stood up for his own people 
in the matter of making known to the 
world, through the despatches, the part 
they have played at the front. It is 
exactly a month ago since the despatches 
referring to the exploits of the military 
at Gras Pan and Colenso were published, 
and yet the right hon. Gentleman has not 
succeeded in obtaining the permission of 
the War Office, or whoever it is, for the 
publication of the Naval despatches. 
One word as to coal. I hope the First 
Lord will remember there is nothing 
which deteriorates so much as coal. If 
he is going to lay in large stocks of coal 
all over the world, it will be necessary to 
make storage places for them—not such 
as he has at present, but underground 
cellars, where the coal will be kept at an 
even temperature and far away from rain 
and other deteriorating influences. We 
might as well not have coal as store it so 
that it will deteriorate. The First Lord 
apologised for his proposals as being 
modest beyond expectation. They are not 
more modest than they should be. The 
hysterical press that has been calling for 
the mobilisation of our Fleet has not 
begun to understand the naval situation 
of Europe or of this country. There has 
not been, and is not, the slightest 
necessity for such a mobilisation as has 
been demanded. We are strong enough 
at sea to do all that is required of our 
Fleet at the present moment ; and, there- 
fore, I was very glad the right hon. 
Gentleman, being strengthened and 
backed up by naval men, has escaped 


| from that panic which seems to have 
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overtaken some of the Fleet Street 
strategists of the cheaper press. [ am 
very glad to hear that no decision has 
been arrived at with regard to the 
Training Squadron. Let me remind the 
right hon. Gentleman of this—-that if the 
naval man on shore has shown such 
ingenuity in adapting himself to military 
work, such capacity in inventing new 
carriages, and in slapping guns about 
over all sorts of ground and getting them 
intoimpossible positions, it has heen mainly 
on account of the training he got on 
masts and yards. If the Training 
Squadron isabolished | think the better half 
of the sailorinthis respect will be abolished 
also. I hope the First Lord will 
hesitate long before he allows himself to 
be influenced by the enthusiastic young 
admirals at the Admiralty Board in the 
direction of abolishing the excellent 
Training Squadron. At any time a naval 
ofticer may be called upon to take charge 
of a sailing ship; and the great ship- 
owners of this country (who have no 
prejudice, and only want to get the best 
men) insist on their steam officers having 
the kind of training to which | am 
referring. IT hope this question will not 
be reconsidered until Lord Charles Beres- 
ford is back in the House. T was afraid 
the right hon. Gentleman was going to 
take the opportunity of his absence to 
make a final decision as to the Training 
Squadron adverse to the views that ofticer 
and T hold. It would have been over my 
dead body, but T would rather have had 
the gallant Admiral at my side in con- 
ducting the fight. As to the Royal 
Naval Reserve, I think the situation as at 
present showi is serious. [ have always 
held that the new regulations the right 
hon, Gentleman made, though well-inten- 
tioned, were ill-advised. The right hon. 
Gentleman says he wants fewer men better 
trained. I say the great thing is to get the 
meu. Theydo not require thesame training 
as a shopboy requires. They are already 
three-fourths trained, and, therefore, 
there is not the least necessity to insist 
on six months in a sea-going battleship 
for the Naval Reserve men. The cireum- 
stances under which that new regulation 
was introduced were such that | was con- 
vineed it would have a deleterious effect 
on the numbers of the Royal Naval 
Reserve. The further we go the more it 
is seen that the plan was wrong, and that 
we shall have to go back rather more to 
the old plan. The colonies seem to hold 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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the same opinion. as I do, because they 
have urged the right hon. Gentleman to 
diminish the perioc of training from six 
to four months. That would, of course. 
make a very great deal of difference. The 
delay of the contractors in finishing their 
work of construction is a very  ser‘ous 
matter indeed. Is it that we have 
arrived at the limit of the powers of the 
contractors plus the English dockyards to 
build battleships? [An Hon. Member : 
No!] Lagree with the hon. Member who 
said “ No.” Why, then, have the contrac- 
tors so failed to do their work! One 
reason is that they have been building 
an enormous amount of tonnage for 
foreigners. The figures show that, out 
of the whole enormous tonnage being 
built, one-fourth is being built for 
foreigners. I have seen some splendid 
battleships turned out for Japan, built by 
contractors during the time they might 
have been occupied in building battleships 
for us. Why is it Japan can get her 
battleships built here and we cannot! Is 
it a question of price? Is it because the 
right hon. Gentleman is trying to get his 
men-of-war too cheap? I do not know. 
The failure to provide an adequate 
amount of armament [ regard as very 
alarming indeed. Do you rely entirely 
on your contractors for your armour! | 
think Iam right in saying you do. Is 
that safe? You admit you are short: of 
armour, Almost every year the com 
plaint has been made that those who. pro- 
vide the armour are not quite ready with 
that article when it is required. [ think 
the right hon. Gentleman and the House 
should consider whether in addition. to 
dockyards it would not be advisable to 
have armour rolling machinery of your 
own. You rely upon Woolwich for your 


) 


guns, Are you content with Woolwich ! 


Mr. GOSCHEN was understood to 
say that the Admiralty relied upon Wool- 
wich only to the extent of one half of the 
guns, 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: [ am. glad 
to hear that, because [ do not think 
Woolwich has worked, or is likely to: 
work, so as to give complete satisfaction. 
I desire now to make a few remarks on 
what I may call the general naval ques 
tion. There is no doubt that in this 
country we must address ourselves most 
particularly to the sea. The development 
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of owr sea power is the development. of 
a power which will act, not only 
upon the sea, bunt also on nations 
situated inland if it is properly 
used, so as to stop their supplies. 
Two-thirds of the trade of the world is 
carried on by sea; therefore, if you com- 
mand the sea you can practically stop the 
supplies of any country with which you 
are at war. Moreover, as the right hon. 
Gentleman has pointed out, the command 
of the sea gives this country the great 
power of acting promptly and suddenly at 
a distance. There is probably no other 
country in the world that could have 
done one half of the work we have done 
on the sea during the last four months in 
the way of transporting men and stores 
to Africa. As to the use of this sea 
power, | have some small, but not serious, 


complaints to make of the right hon. | 


Gentleman, but I have some very serious 
complaints to make about Her Majesty’s 
(sovernment. 
head of the Government stated in 1871 
that the Fleet was almost valueless for 
any purpose other than defence of our 
shores. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : Whew ! 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : In 1871, and 
it is as true now. I[ am sorry the 
right hon. Gentleman has not en- 
deavoured to remove the cause which 
Lord Salisbury gave for this state of 
things. That cause was the signature of 
a Declaration allowing a neutral flag to 
cover an enemy’s cargo. I entirely agree 
that the Declaration has greatly restricted 
the sea power of this country. Had it 
not been for that, we could have stopped 
every ounce of gold and every pound of 
wool that left the Transvaal under what- 
ever flag we found it, and everything — 
not only contraband of war, but everything 

that went to the Transvaal. It was the 


Declaration of Paris alone which pre- | 


vented us doing that. But even the 
powers left to us--of seizing contraband 
of war—have not been exercised as they 
ought to have been. Mistakes have been 


made either by the cruisers themselves or 
in consequence of inadequate instructions. 
[ rather lean to the latter theory. One 
of the most pressing necessities of this 
country is that we should have written 
for our Navy such a book as was written 
tor the French Navy—a seamen’s manual 


[ cannot forget that the | 
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of International law. In consequence 
either of that defect, or of some /uches 
(which I am loth to believe) on the part 
of the Admiralty, our cruisers have in some 
respects exceeded their attributes, with 
the result that we have had to release prizes 
and to make apologies. A more serious 
matter is that we have undertaken to give 
up the whole of the high seas with the 
exception of between Aden and Delagoa 
Bay ; we have undertaken that we will 
not search vessels except between those 
points, which is a tremendous thing. We 
have also undertaken not to search any 
mail steamer anywhere. Why?! Even 
in the case of the “Trent,” when we went 
to the verge of war with the United 
States and North America, no such claim 
was made. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I think the hon. 
| Gentleman is under a misapprehension. 
| We have not given up the right to seareh 
mail steamers. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then 1 
must refer the right hon. Gentleman to 
‘the distinct statement made by Count 
Biilow that England had undertaken not 
to search mail steamers on mere sus- 
picion. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Ah! on mere sus- 
picion, 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Let me 
point out that until you have searched 
you can have nothing beyond mere sus 
picion. Until von have searched a vessel 
on the high seas, which search consists in 
examining her papers, questioning her 
captain and crew 


Mr. GOSCHEN was understood to 
say that there might be cases in which it 
was known that a vessel had embarked 
contraband of war. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: You can 
know nothing until you have examined 
the ship. Your information may be and has 
been false. One of the troubles in this very 
case has been that you have acted on false 
information. You can never be certain that 
your information is true until you have 
searched a ship, at any rate, to the extent 
of examining her manifest and all the rest 
of it, and questioned the captain and crew. 
I therefore again assert that until you 
have searched you can have nothing but 
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mere suspicion. I say that mail steamers 
are precisely the vessels which have been 
playing the most dangerous part in con- 
veying contraband of war. I name no 
nation, but officers and men who have 
joined the Transvaal forces, a great many | 
of the enemy’s arms, and a large quantity 
of their ammunition have gone by mail | 
steamers. I therefore think it is very un- 
fortunate that Her Majesty’s Government | 
have been induced to promise that they | 
will not search mail steamers under the 
only possible circumstances under which 
they could be searched, namely, cireum- 
stances of mere suspicion. Count Biilow 
also says that we have agreed to the prin- 
ciple of a Board of Arbitration as to 
damages in case of unlawful or improper 
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have. In recent times we have put our- 
selves under certain serious disadvantages 
in the use of our sea power in other 
ways. For instance, our occupation in 
Egypt is a very serious disadvantage from 

naval point of view, inasmuch as the 
ffect is to cut our Mediterranean Fleet 
into halves—one half being to the east of 
Cape Matapan and the other half to the 
west ; it obliges you to have a constant 
force at or near Alexandria ; and in the 
case of war in the Mediterranean it might 
have a very serious effect upon your 
action there. I now come to the last and 
most important point to which I wish to 
direct the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman. He said—-and I. think 
properly—that it is not necessary for us 





and unwarranted detention. That I 
really cannot comprehend. That is a 
matter for the Prize Court, and I cannot 
understand how even the English Foreign 
Office can presume to take it out of the 
hands of the Prize Court. The matter 
belongs properly and exclusively to the 
Prize Court, and I say you cannot arbi- 
trate upon it. I have called attention to 
these matters with reference to the 
exercise of our sea power, because 
they are very important. There is_ 
another very important matter to 
which I wish to call attention. The 
responsibilities of England are very much 
greater than many Members of this 
House are aware. There is our trade, 
which of course we must protect; we 
must protect our colonies, at the risk of 
losing them; but we are also bound 
hand and foot by the most tremendous 
treaties. We are bound to defend the 
absolute neutrality of Belgium, Luxem- 
hourg, Switzerland, and the Ionian 
Islands. These are all treaties of the 
most solemn character. We are bound to 
defend Sweden hy force of arms against 
Russia, in case Russia should make any 
attempt to seize that territory. We are 
hound to defend the independence of 
Turkey, and most especially of Asiatic 
Turkey. We are bound to defend the 
independence of Greece. We are bound | 
to defend Chusan for China against attack; 
and above all, we are bound to defend 
Portugal. These liabilities are very con- 
siderable, and at any moment we might 
he called upon to make good our engage- 
ments. It is therefore of the utmost im- 
portance that we should lose no advan- 
tage, that we should not even waive any , 
part of the sea power which we alone | 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


to take any alarming view or to bring 
forward any ambitious new programme at 
this moment. He said, with wisdom, that 
he is content to stand by and look on 
while the new naval programmes of France 
and Germany are being developed. | 
believe at the present moment he may 
safely do that, because we can not only 
build more cheaply but more rapidly 
than either France or Germany. And it 
must be remembered that France has 
practically announced that she will no 
longer contest the empire of the seas with 
us in line-of-battle ships ; if she is to oppose 
us in any way it will be by meansof cruisers, 
or corsairs, or of those ridiculous or im- 
possible things submarine boats. But the 
present aspect of Europe seems to indicate 
that before long there will be an entire 
change in the balanceof naval power. As to 
Germany, it is scarcely sixty years since 
we gave her a frigate with which to start a 
navy. She has now some of the finest 
guns and vessels afloat, but she has no 
navy, because she has no seamen. Her 
navy, so-called—-her ships are manned by 
inland men with inland traditions, and 
I have noticed again and again the 
extraordinary absence frum among 
German captains and admirals of know- 
ledge in some of the most elemen- 
tary duties—the A B C of seaman- 
ship—which are known to all sailors, 
properly so called. But with France it 
is different. France has the traditions 
by which alone a navy is made. Life at 
sea is so eminently artificial that unless 
you build it up and_ secure, so to 
speak, the position of each man, 
and settle his exact place upon the 
deck, you cannot carry out the duties 
satisfactorily. France has a navy ; Ger- 
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many, as I think, has none, but only 
ships, guns, and landsmen crews. But 
there has heen announced lately the 
possibility of an event which, as I have 
said, would change the whole balance of 
naval power of Europe, namely, of Hol- 
land joining with Germany under some 
special conditions. That is an entirely 
new and most unexpected factor. For 
generations it has been to this country 
that Holland has looked for her protec- 
tion, especially against her strong and 
ambitious neighbour, Germany. There 
has always been a German party in Hol- 
land, though that party may have been 
small, but recent events have caused that 
small party to become a very strong and 
powerful party, and I am inclined to think 
it is now the larger party in Holland. 
The Dutch have many very valuable 
colonies ; in faet, the Dutch colonies are 
the only paying colonies possessed by any 
country in Europe. The Dutch are now 
saying to themselves that they have 
colonies which they must look after, and 
there is no doubt that the notion, if 
not the firm purpose, exists in Holland 
that it is now time for them to turn away 
from England and to make satisfactory 
terms for themselves with Germany—~ 
terms which will involve the absence of 
military conseription, and make Holland 
an Admiral State with special privileges 
compared even with the other States like 
Bavaria, already within the Empire. 
That project is already taking form and 
may be brought to a successful issue. — If 
it he so, the whole balance of naval power 
will be changed. The German Fleet, 
manned no longer with inland Germans, 


but with Dutch commanders and 
sailors, with their Dutch _ tradi- 
tions, would, in «a few months, 


be as good, ship for ship and man for man, 
as the British Navy. But like every other 
great event which seems to act against us, 
that also would have its compensations, 
because 1 do not suppose the French 
would be extraordinarily pleased to see 
that combination come about. It is, how- 
ever, certainly within the possibilities of 
the future that there may be no longer 
only two fleets, as I hold there are now 

the British and the French—but a third, 
the German, manned by Dutch sailors 
and commanded by Dutch officers. That 
is an eventuality which cannot he left 
entirely out of account. If it should 
occur, the Naval Estimates will have to 
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be very different from those we now have, | 
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bat, as things are at present, I think the 
right hon. Gentleman has done his full 
duty to the country, and that his estimates 
are entirely adequate. If he will only 
agree not to abolish the training squadron, 
and not to proceed with the poliey—to 
which I shall call attention in detail later 
on—which I think is calculated to destroy 
the training of naval officers and to some 
extent the training of sailors, in my 
opinion we shall have cause to remember 
him as one of the best First Lords of the 
Admiralty we have had. [ only desire 
now to thank him for not having been led 
away by the hysterical old women who 
want to call out every ship and man we 
have as soon as there is the slightest dis- 
turbance, and to say that in that respect 
I think he has shown a very wise 
discretion. 


*Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead) : I must con- 
gratulate the right hon. Gentleman on 
the business-like and patriotic attitude he 
has adopted in the statement he has made 
to the House. [do not want to go over 
every point in that statement, for the 
simple reason that I am not sufficiently 
versed in every matter with which it 
deals, but there are two or three points 
to which I wish to refer. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the most important 
branch of the Navy were the engineers. 
We all know that’ the modern navy con 
sists practically of three elements. -coal, 
engineers, and guns. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Men. 


*Mr. ALLAN: -Engineers are men, of 
course. -I want to address myself for a 
few moments to those points. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The hon. Gentleman 
says I stated that the engineers were the 
most important branch of the service. 
What I intended to say was that they 
were one of the most important branches. 
IT ought not to have said they were the 
most important branch, because that is not 
my opinion. They are one of the most 
important branches. 


*Mr. ALLAN: Of course, I will accept 
the right hon. Gentleman’s explanation, 
but [ noted his words at the time. What 
is being done for the engineers is up to a 
certain point very well indeed, but there 
are one or two points which are overlooked. 
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The right hon. Gentleman says in his 
printed statement— 

“The list of chief inspectors of machinery 
has been increased from tive to eight, and that 
of inspectors of machinery from eight to 
thirteen.” 

That is far too small a number. I leave 
it to any business man, or anybody 
acquainted with the work, to say whether 
eight chief inspectors of machinery and 
thirteen inspectors of machinery are 
sufficient for 268 vessels. These numbers 
should have been practically doubled if 
you want efficient service and efficient 
attention paid to the machinery. Then— 

“The engineer-in-chief has been given the 

relative rank of a rear-admiral.” 
That is very good and I am glad you 
have copied the American system <o that 
extent, but you have not carried your 
copying far enough. You then state 

“The rank of staff engineer has been 
abolished. Chief engineers will rank with 
lieutenants of and above eight years seniority.” 


Is that fair to a chief engineer? Chief’ 


engineers rank far higher than that in the 
American Navy and get far higher pay. 
Instead of coming down and proposing a 
bold) scheme of promotion for these 
deserving men, upon whom practically 
our Fleet depends for its success, the 
right hon. Gentleman only gives them the 
rank of lieutenant. It is not fair, and 
these valuable officers of ours should not 
he treated in that manner. The statement 
continues 

“« , . . while engineers on promotion will 
rank with lieutenants of less than eight years’ 
senlority. 
Here is where I think the great mistake 
has been committed. [| know the right 
hon. Gentleman is anxious to do his best 
for the engineers of the Navy, but there 
are other influences at work which prevent 
him doing all he would, as is shown in 
this next paragraph 

“In other respects the relative rank of 
engineer officers remains unchanged.” 
I only say that it is not fair to the 
engineering staff of the Navy. That these 
officers, with their hard work, should 
receive this paltry promotion is not in 
keeping with the requirements of British 
engineers at the hands of the A‘Imiralty. 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman will take 
this matter into his serious consideration 
and endeavour to amend this beggarly 


Vr. Allan. 
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‘state of advancement. Chief engineers 


certainly ought to rank not lower than 
commanders or captains. 


Mr. GOSCHEN was understood to 
point out that the promotion of engineers 
was far more rapid than that of the other 
branches of the service, and the pay 
better. 


*Mr. ALLAN : I suppose by “ service ” 
the right hon. Gentleman means sea 
service ! 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Either service. 


*Mr. ALLAN: Whether on shore or at 


sea ? 
Mr. GOSCHEN: Yes. 


*Mr. ALLAN: You recognise shore 
service to count for seniority : you do not 
require actual sea service ! 

Mr. GOSCHEN: There is no distine- 
tion. 


*Mr. ALLAN: It isimmaterial whether 
an engineer goes to sea or not? Then he 
may be the biggest dutfer in the world as 
far as the sea is concerned. However, | 
will take that point up again on another 
opportunity. There is in this statement 
a startling oversight : there is nota single 
mention of engine-room artificers having 
anything done for them. In order to 
make the Navy as popular as it should be 
you ought to give the engine-room men 
every encouragement, 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Nothing is said with 
reference to torpedo-men or gunners. We 
have not mentioned every class ; we have 
simply mentioned those classes in which 
certain changes have been made. | fully 
admit that engine-room artificers are a 
most admirable body of men. 


*Mr. ALLAN: I am afraid the right 
hon. Gentleman is not willing to rise high 
enough or to go sufticiently far in these 
matters for me. The duties of the 
engine-room artificer or engineer are 
totally distinct from those of a gunner. 
They are exposed to all the risks of the 
engine-room. There is no analogy between 
the two branches of the service. Another 
great mistake is in reference to the 
Reserves. The right hon. Gentleman did 
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not inform the House how many Reserve 
engineers there were. The next element 
which goes to constitute a man-of-war 
ship is coal. The right. hon. Gentleman 
says in this Statement that he has taken 
some £400,000 for extra coal supplies, 
and that he is going to have a coaling 
depot at the Falkland Islands. I am very 
glad he is going to do so, because some 
years ago I urged that there should be 
one at that place. But I should like to 
point out that most ef your present 
coaling stations are practically useless for 
holding coal. Welsh coal, of all coals, is 
rendered friable by exposure to the 
weather, and yet at the coaling stations 
you will see hundreds of tons of coal— 
costing perhaps 30s. a ton at the pit 
mouth, and another 20s. for carriage—- 
lying in exposed places instead of being 
under cover, You can never expect to 
get the same amounc of power out of 
that coal, it is an impossibility ; and that 
is a matter which certainly dezerves the 
most serious attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman, in order that the  coaling 
stations may be so built as to protect the 
coal so that the full value may be got 
out of it. I differ entirely from the right 
hon. Gentleman as to the Government not 
having steam colliers. The Government 
ought to have a dozen or twenty armed 
screw colliers, steaming ten or twelve knots 

not more. The right hon. Gentleman’s 
remark with reference to higher speeds 
than that was perfectly correct. You 
cannot get higher speeds without greater 
engine-room space. In peace times these 
boats would carry the coal from Wales to 
wherever it was required, thus saving 
hiring and transport, and in war time 
would be ready at a moment's notice to 
follow the Fleet. It is worthy the con- 
sideration of the right hon. Gentleman 
that that matter should be gone into in a 
thoroughly practical and businesslike way. 
It is no use Members of Parliament think- 
ing that all you have got to do is to vote 
the money, and ships will be built that 
year. It cannot be done even by work- 
ing night and day. I quite agree that if 
Weare spending £8,000,000 or £9,000,000 
on shipbuilding we have reached the 
limit, and it is impossible te do more. 
When you take into consideration the 
impetus given to the mercantile marine, 
and the fact that our manufacturers have 
to make large quantities of boiler plates 
and ship plates, naturally this hinders the 
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Government attempting to make their 
own armour plate, they would require 
works twice as big as those we now 
possess at Woolwich. The right hon. 
Gentleman has heen talking about build- 
ing cruisers, and he takes a very great 
interest in the Navy. He was dwelling 
upon the necessity and value of our 
cruisers, but perhaps it will surprise the 
right hon. Gentleman to know that our 
cruisers, by comparison with the cruisers 
of other countries, are undergunned. 
Some of our latest built cruisers, com- 
pared with cruisers of a similar type 
huilt in foreign countries, and having 
the same displacement, are undergunned, 
and we are building these and sending 
them out to sea. I will take the 
“ Highflyer,” of which we have heard so 
much. It has a displacement of 5,600 
tons. Then there is the **‘ Matsusima,” 
which has a displacement of 4,277 tons, 
or nearly 1,400 tons less displacement. 
The weight of metal discharged in one 
round by the “ Highflyer” is 1,100 1b., 
while the weight of metal discharged in 
one round from the ‘“ Matsusima” is 
1,245 lb. Therefore the smaller ship 
discharges 1,245 lb., as against 1,100 lb. 
by the larger vessel. In this calculation 
Tam just taking the big weapons that 
can do execution at long range. As a 
further example I will take one of our 
modern cruisers, Her Majesty’s ship 
“ Arrogant,” and compare it with the 
United States cruiser “Olympia,” both of 
which have a displacement of 5,800 tons. 
The total weight of metal discharged in 
one round from the “ Arrogant” is 670 
lb., while the weight of metal discharged 
from the “Olympia” in one round is 
1,600 Ib. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: They are totally 
different ships. 


*Mr. ALLAN: What is the difference 
between two ships of the same displace- 


) 


ment ¢ 


Mr. GOSCHEN: There are many 
other questions to be considered, such as 
how much ammunition is carried, or how 
much coal. Ships are a compromise, and 
must be judged according to the work to 
which they are to be put. We put either 
more guns, more ammunition, more coal, 
or more speed into a ship, but we can 
never have a maximum of all these in any 
one ship. 
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*Mr. ALLAN : I am sorry to differ from 
the right hon. Gentleman, but he labours 
under the disqualification of not knowing 
the peculiarities of shipbuilding. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I do not think it is 
possible to be five vears at the Admiralty 
without knowing something about that. 


*Mr. ALLAN: I think my comparison 
is a fair one. [An Hon. Memper : What 
is the speed of the * Arrogant’ ?] — I do 
not think that has anything to do with 
it. The system which has been in exist- 
ence at the Admiralty is determined by 
the factor of stability, which seems to 
have been sacrificed for speed. [Mr. 
GOSCHEN dissented.| The right hon. 
Gentleman need not shake his head, for a 
startling instance of this is afforded by 
the Royal yacht, for she is so fine that 
she cannot stand upright. That very 
same thing obtains with our cruisers, for 
they are so fine that yeu cannot put heavy 
guns on their decks because it would make 
them top-heavy. 1 want to direct the 
right hon. Gentleman's attention — to 
another fact upon which the House 
requires some explanation. I was glad 
to note the other day that the right hon. 
Gentleman had instituted a series of com- 
parative trials between the “ Highflyer ” 
and “ Minerva,” the latter being fitted 
with the old type of boiler and the former 
with the new boiler. What was the re- 
sult? The “ Highflyer,” fitted with water- 
tube Belleville boilers, broke down, while 
the “ Minerva ” was ready at any moment 
to go ahead. The “ Minerva” had _ less 
men in the stoke-hole and no smoke. I 
am very sorry for the sake of this country 
that this experiment was not begun two 
years ago, for if this had heen the case 
millions would have been saved to the 
country. [{Laughter.| The right hon. 
Gentleman laughs, but with me this is not 
a laughing matter but a very serious 
business. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I did not laugh at it. 
If I did laugh it was at the manner in 
which the hon. Member put it, and not 
because I did not think it was a serious 
matter. 


*Mn. ALLAN: It is a great pity that 
this experiment was not tried sooner, for 
in this trial the ** Highflyer ” had to signal 
for artificers, and yet we have been spend- 
ing millions of millions of money, and we 
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have produced a paper fleet that will not 
stand the stress and storm of war. We 
have had that demonstrated by these 
trials, which have helped to show the 
Admiralty conclusively the advantages of 
the old boilers which burn less coal, give 
greater safety to the men and _ inspire 
them with more confidence ; which re 
quire a less number of men, there is less 
grumbling, and the cost for repairs is less. 
I have had my say with regard to these 
boilers, and I beg to thank the right hon. 
Gentleman for the trials he has made 
between the “Highflyer” and the 
“ Minerva,” ane T sincerely hope that the 
same spirit which has actuated him to 
day will continue to aetuate him in the 
future, as long as he eontinues to repre 
sent the Admiralty. 


*ApMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, — East 
bourne): IT am glad to have an oppor 
tunity of offering a few friendly observa 
tions upon the statement made by the 
First Lord of the Admiralty. He spoke 
to this side of the House rather than to 
the other when he said he expected criti 
cism, and that he hoped it would not be 
unfriendly. We are always friendly 
critics of everything the right hon. 
Gentleman puts before the House, because 
we all recognise and I know | am 
voicing the service when I say it~ that 
there is no man who has ever presided at 
the Admiralty for whom we entertain « 
higher respect. [ have a word or two to 
say by way of reply to the speech of the 
hon. Member for Gateshead. I will con 
fine myself to the point he touched upon 
last. [| believe he dreams about tubular 
boilers, and I believe that when all the 
navies of the world are fitted with 
them as they will be in time, the hon. 
Member will go down to posterity as the 
only unconvinced Member of Parliament 
on the question. I will answer his criti 
cism in one word. I know he has great 
respect for America. | read only last 
week a statement made by an officer in 
the United States Navy corresponding to 
our engineer-in-chief, before an American 
scientific institution, on this very question. 
He admitted frankly that he was always 
opposed to water tube boilers until his 
experience in the war with Spain, which 
had entirely converted him to their excel- 
lence. That is a sufficient answer to the 
hon. Member, as coming from an officer 
who was a_ convinced opponent of 
water tube boilers. A word or twe as to 
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the observations made by the late Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty. I am in sym- 


Supply 


pathy with much that he © said, 
and [ think there is much __ force 
in his observation that some penalty 


ought to be enforced against contractors, 
at all events for the non-delivery of 
armour plates. I do not share his view 
that penalties ought to be enforced against 
contractors for the non-delivery of ships. 
That is an old controversy. Ships were 
delayed owing to the engineers’ strike, 
but that is now past and gone, although 
we are suffering from it at the present 
time. But | do think that the Admiralty 
ought to satisfy the House that armour- 
plate contractors are not supplying 
armour to foreign nations, and keeping 
the English Navy waiting. That would 


he a very serious matter. I offer 
no opinion on it, because I have 
not, of course, the necessary — in- 


tormation, but the delay is very serious, 
because it keeps back battleships and 
armoured cruisers ordered by the House. 
The right hon. Gentleman also alluded to 
the new invention of propulsion by the 
turbine as Mr. Parson’s wonderful inven- 
tion. IT am very glad to see we are 


carrying out experiments with that 
invention; but when the right hon. 


Gentleman appeals to the First Lord of 
the Admiralty to suspend the construction 
ot until the turbine has been 
proved to he, or not to be, an etticient 
method of propulsion, then I am at issue 
with him at once. To prove that will 
take a long series of experiments. Time 
is the essence of the business, and we 
cannot afford to suspend construction in 
order to carry out experiments. The 
right hon. Gentleman congratulated the 
Naval Brigade on their performance in 
South Africa, and that, of course, we all 


vessels 


re-echo, But he hesitated about 
mentioning names. Well, if he would 
not mention names, I will. The 
name of = Captain Perey ~— Scott 
stands out pre - eminently. It is 


to his cleverness and inventive genius that 
we owe the fact that the 4.7 gun was 
mounted and sent to the front. Why 
should his name not be mentioned ? 
Honour should be given to those who 
have earned it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man also congratulated the Admiralty on 
the admirable work of the transport de- 
partment. The transport department is 


worthy of the good opinion of the right 
hon. Gentleman, but we should also think 
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of the man who organised it after the 
Crimean War, namely, Admiral Manns. 
Foolish people think that the transport 
department ought to be placed under the 
War Office, but I hope that will never be 
done. The Admiralty is responsible for 
the dispatch of troops to the scene of 
action, and can carry that out better than 
the War Office, who have enough on their 
hands. I now come to the statement 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty. He 
said that there was nothing sensational in 
the Estimates. I agree with him, but he 
need not have stopped at that. While 
there is nothing sensational there is much 
room for disappointment, and I know 
many of my friends are disappointed. 
Reading between the lines there is delay 
in the completion of ships by contract 

delay here, there and everywhere except 
in the manufacture of guns. [ say no 


more than that the statement is dis- 
appointing. We ought to be informed a 


little further as to why the ships promised 
to us have not been completed. The 
three crnisers which were sanctioned have 
not only not been completed but have 
heen superseded on reconsideration, and a 
cruiser of the second class is to be 
built instead. That opens up a question 
of policy of very great importance. 
The late Admiral Sir Geoffrey Hornsby, 
who did more to educate public opinion 
on the deficiencies of the Navy than any 
other officer, was strongly of opinion that 
more cruisers were needed to guard our 
commerce and our commercial routes. 
He showed that a certain number would 
be required to be stationed at rendezvous 
to meet our mercantile vessels coming 
home, and I aftirm without fear of con- 
tradiction that this question has not been 
dealt with in the serious way it 
deserves. I deeply regret that these 
three cruisers sanctioned by Parliament 
have been scratched off the programme, 
and a second-class cruiser, the keel of 
which is not yet laid, substituted on paper. 
The House is asked to approve of that, 
and of course the House will approve of 


it. One thing I did approve of, and that 
was the First Lord’s answer to the 


criticisms as to why the fleet had not 
heen mobilised. I shouid have regretted 
extremely to have seen the Fleet mobi- 
lised as a menace to Europe, doing no 
good whatever, and the Government have 
acted wisely in refusing to give way to 
such foolish and ignorant criticisms. No 
one can form an adequate opinion as to 





1] 55 Supply 


whether the Fleet should be mobilised 
except the Foreign Oftice, which under- 
stands the whole range of foreign politics. 
The First Lord did lay stress on the fact 
that certain coastguard ships had been 
summoned to Portland for training, 
but every naval man understands that. 
He then went on to explain that the 
Admiralty thought it right to unman 
the Training Squadron and transfer the 
officers and crews to four cruisers which he 
called a special service squadron. The 
First Lord then dwelt upon the differences 
in naval opinion as to whether the Train- 
ing Squadron should be maintained or 
permanently abolished, and cited the 
opinions of distinguished naval men 
whose names he did not give. We know 
the names. Some of them are on the 
retired list, though they were recently on 
the active list, and they are men of great 
influence. I mention one—Sir John 
Hopkins, the late Commander-in-chief of 
the Mediterranean Squadron, for whom 
I have great regard and great respect. 
But there are many eminent. officers 
who hold the contrary opinion. The 
matter has attracted a great deal of 
public attention. [ hope it will attract 
more before it is finally settled. [hold 
that the First Lord should not be entirely 
guided by his offieial advisers in the 
matter. It is a national question, not a 
departmental question at all, and the 
opinion of four naval men at the Admi- 
ralty should not be conclusive regarding 
it. As far as numbers are concerned, 
there are more sailing vessels than 
steamers in the mercantile marine, and as 
long as we have any number of sailing 
ships carrying the commerce of this 
country to foreign ports it would be a 
scandal and a shame that ow naval officers 
should not be able to handle them on the 
high seas. These distinguished men who 
are now in favour of abolishing the 
Training Squadron would never be what 
they are were it not for the instrue 
tion they received in sailing ships, and 
it is illogical and inconsistent that they 
should now try to abolish the system by 
which they  themselyes climbed to 
eminence. That policy ought not to find 
a place within the four walls of the 
Admiralty. [It is a national question, 
and hon. Members-—even  non-service 
Members—have a right to express an 
opinion upon it. | defy the Admiralty 
to part company with the Training 
Squadron, The Admiralty have not 


Admiral Field. 
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heard the last word upon it. Naval 
opinion is very much exercised and 
divided on the subject. I, for one, am in 
favour of maintaining the Training 
Squadron, and the arguments of the 
naval advisers in favour of abolishing the 
Squadron are not worth powder and shot. 
At any rate, these naval advisers will not 
have their way without a good struggle 
in this House and out of it. I support 
all the First Lord has said in regard to 
telegraph and repairing ships. We have 
two such ships at present, the * Vulcan ” 
and the ‘* Heela.” I am glad to 
hear he proposes to buy another. 
In regard to the colliers, I cordially sup- 
port the First Lord in his objection to 
building a special class of ships for the 
coal supply of the fleet. I never shared 
the views of Lord Charles Beresford on 
this point, and | agree that with our 
splendid mercantile marine, on which we 
can rely to carry coal for the service of 
the fleet in any part of the world, it 
would be a waste of time and expense to 
lay down such a special class of ships. | 
disagree with my right hon. friend in 
putting aside the building of the third 
class cruisers which were voted last year, 
and which ought to have been built this 
year, and substituting for them second 
class cruisers, which he thinks more suit- 
able. What we want is scouts, which 
third class cruisers would be ; and at any 
rate, you can build third class cruisers 
quicker than second class cruisers. [am 
glad to see the proposed improvement in 
the engineers’ rank and pay ; but I hope 
the First Lord will not yield to the 
demand which, I understand, has been 
made that the engineers should have the 
power of punishing their own men. | 
trust the First Lord will offer bis most 
strenuous opposition to any change of the 
administration of discipline in the Navy. 
Iam sorry to see the necessity for the 
removal of the boys’ training ship 
“Ganges” from Falmouth to Harwich. 
Why'not have an additional training ship 
at Harwich, and keep the ‘* Ganges” 
where she is! for it is most important to 
have an adequate number of ships for 
training boys. Tam delighted to see the 
increase of 300 in the Royal Marines, and 
that the barrack accommodation at Walmer 
is to be increased. I observe that there 
has been a wastage of 2,000 men in the 
Marine corps, and that it will take some 
time to raise that corps to its full strength. 
The First Lord said two years ago he 
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would look into the question of wastage, 
and now we are put off with the statement 
that the matter is under consideration. 
The men ought to be secured by the ex- 
penditure of a small sum of money. The 
same remark applies to the wastage in 
able seamen. I come now to an old 
grievance of mine—the negotiations for 
procuring a rifle range at Plymouth. | 
have pestered the First Lord on this sub- 
ject for years, and yet we are “no 
forrarder.” [ understand you have com- 
pulsory powers of purchase. Why not 
exercise them! It is monstrous that an 
expense of £2,000 a year should be in- 
curred in carrying the Marines down to 
Browndown to carry out their rifle prac- 
tice. I see that the Army ranges at 
Tregantle are now available, but why 
were they not made available before ! | 
think it is most unsatisfactory that we 
should not havea rifle range at Plymouth. 
I know there is an opinion abroad that 
the Royal Marines and the Engineers 
should be represented on the Board of 
Admiralty. [ am utterly opposed to any 
such pernicious proposal, and I hope that 
the right hon. Gentleman will stamp it 
under foot. We are not geing to allow 
any desperadoes in this House to alter 
the Queen’s Navy, and we will continue 
to govern it without Royal Marines and 
Royal Engineers. The next question 
which the First Lord touched upon was 
the Naval Reserves. Now, here I am 
entirely at with the right hon. 
Géntleman, who seemed to think he had 
made out a good case when he said that 
the Naval Reserve amounted to 27,000, or 
including the Coast Guard, to 40,000. But 
I consider that that is an altogether in- 
adequate Reserve for a great sea power 
like England. I must say, with great 
respect to the First Lord, that this ques- 
tion has not been faced by the Admiralty 
with all the seriousness it deserves. I 
am certain that the Reserve is not ade- 
quate, and that there is not a naval 
otticer who would consider it adequate to 
meet the wastage of a great war. Let 
the Admiralty take a lesson from the 
sister Service. Whoever anticipated that 
200,000 troops would be required to 
carry on a war against two small Re- 
publics? Ifa great naval war were to 
come upon us, it would be short, sharp 
and quick, and I maintain that our Re- 
serves are not adequate to meet any great 
emergency. Many more men_ should 
without delay be enrolled in the Reserves. 


issue 
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For years past the diminution of British 
seamen in the mercantile marines has 
been complained of. We all know and 
admit it, but no one has attempted to 
find a remedy. There was a Manning 
Committee at the Board of Trade, which 
urged upon the Government that some 
coercive measures should be passed to pre- 
vent the mercantile marine passing entirely 
into the hands of foreign seamen. The con- 
duet of Ministers on this subject has been 
most unsatisfactory. Over forty per 
cent. of the sailors in the mercantile 
marines are foreigners, and yet you 
plume yourselves that if necessity arose 
you could eall out your Naval Reserves. 
It is absolute nonsense to say that we 
could fall) back on the mercantile 
marine to supply war wastage after 
depleting the mercantile marine” of 
25.000 Reservists. It would be to de- 
plete British ships entirely of British 


seamen, and instead of their being 
partially manned by foreigners, the 


British ships would be altogether manned 
hy foreigners. What has become of the 
initiative of Ministers ! They are paid to 


initiate. I pass by the building — pro- 
gramme, but there is one important 


matter to which I wish to draw atten- 
tion. Itis stated in the papers to-day 
that the men emploved upon the magnifi- 
cent cruiser “Kent” had been taken off 
and put to make the repairs and altera- 
tions on the Royal yacht. That is a 
transfer which I utterly condemn. 
This mighty cruiser is pressed for, and 
the Royal yacht might wait for a more 
convenient season. Her Majesty's yacht, 
the “ Victoria and Albert,” is already etti- 
cient, and she will last forsome time longer, 
at any rate until the “ Kent “is built. As 
to armaments, I rejoice to see that inter- 
mediate guns are being manufactured. 
We are thankful for small mercies, and 
hope and believe that as a similar gun has 


answered in the Japanese Navy the 
Admiralty will be perfectly sate in intro- 
ducing the 7°5 gun. I should like to 


have some more information with respect 
to the supplies of cordite. An explosion 
of cordite occurred on the flagship of the 
Mediterranean fleet, and I want to know 


whether the Admiralty has had any 
report as to whether the cordite was 
stable or in some way defective. The 


Government knows my opinion as_ to 
magazines for the storage of explosives, so 
that it is useless to labour that to-night. 
Cordite is safer than powder if vou know 
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your material. We believe it is quite as safe 
and quite as stable ; but French chemists, 
who are just as clever as the English, 
advised the French Government the 
smokeless power was perfectly stable, and 
there was the explosion at Toulon, Cor- 
dite is stable, and we have the explosion 
on board the flagship. I hope the right 
hon. Gentlemai will be able to give some 
reassuring information on that point. 
With regard to the magazines, they 
simply say the work is progressing satis- 
factorily. No doubt it is from their point 
of view, but not from mine When I am 
dead and gone an explosion will not 
matter to me, but the Government of that 
day may then recollect my humble efforts 
and the protests I made against such a 
piece of gross folly on the part of the 
Government as this. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): ‘Two 
points have been made in the cowrse of 
this debate. One, the failure of the 
contractors to deliver to contract time, the 
other the failure of the Naval Reserve to 
retain its numbers. The default of the 
coutractors not only effects the contract 
work itself but very materially affects the 
progress of the work in the dockyards. 
The rapidity of construction in the dock- 
yards is beyond question, but, so long as 
the dockyards depend on outside con- 
tractors for armour and other materials, 
so long will their efforts be of no value. 
It is only a few vears ago that the Devon- 
port Dockyard was entrusted with the 
Imilding of engines for large ships, and 
as soon as the opportunity was offered it 
was found that Government hands could 
build engines as reliable as those turned 
out from the shops of the great con- 
tractors ; therefore, this class of work 
should not always be put out to con- 
tractors. If there is a surplus, then let 
the contractors have it, but the Govern- 
ment employees ought surely to have an 
opportunity of doing this high-class work. 
With regard to armour, that is a more 
debateable point, but [ fail to see why we 
should not commence the manufacture of 
armour in our own yards, and I hope we 
shall hear of something being done by the 
Government in that respect. I am con- 
vinced that these delays on the part of 
contractors will continue, and in years to 
come they will find it impossible to keep 
up to contract dates, despite the fact that 
the right hon. Gentleman says the out- 
put of armour has increased 50 per 
Admiral Field, 
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cent. Not only will our Naval pro- 
gramme of construction be delayed, but 
before the ships can be commenced 
the Government will have to wait for the 
convenience and goodwill of the con- 
tractors for various parts. It is essential, 
therefore, to increase the output by 
commencing manufacture in the Govern- 
ment yards. This year that to a 
certain extent has been done. Until 
this vear there was only one slip avail- 
able on which you could lay down a 
battleship ; if that vard were developed 
you could build three battleships 
simultaneously. You are now going to 
enlarge that slip, but there are two sheds 
at Mutton Cove which, if developed, would 
enable you to build two battleships there. 
The right hon. Gentleman took exception 
to the idea of increasing the output of 
armour by manufacturing it in our own 
yards because he thought it would necessi- 
tate the withdrawal of a large number of 
men from the private yards. I think 
nothing of that; we haveincreased the statis 
of our yards from 22,000 to 32,000 since 
1892, with the great advantage that in 
our yards we are never likely to be sub- 
ject to those labour difficulties which 
crop up in naval yards. With regard 
to the Naval Reserve, it is obvious 
that the sanguine expectations of 
last year have not been realised. 
The Admiralty has not yet succeeded in 
hitting upon a plan which will attract a 
sufficient number of men to enable it to 
build up the Naval Reserve it requires. 
In the last ten years the personnel of the 
Navy has increased by 50,000 men. In 
the same period the Royal Naval Reserve 
has only inereased by 8,000 men. | 
believe the personnel of the Navy will 
increase to 150,000 men, and that the dis- 
proportion between it and the Reserve 
will be much more marked, and the 
Admiralty will be confronted with the 
great difficulty that it is impossible, on a 
peace footing, to keep the strength of the 
personnel of the Navy up to war require- 
ments. The next difficulty will be that 
these men, even now, cannot be sent to 
sea a sufficient time to give them a good 
training. So it is necessary to build up 
this Reserve if the Admiralty wishes it to 
bea trained, organised, and reliable Re- 
serve. It must be done now ; it cannot 
be postponed. I will assume for the 
moment that the present Reserve 1s 
about 29,000. Naval authorities hold 
that its strength should be much greater, 
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and Lord Charles Beresford held that it 
ought to be 75,000. I am confident that 
if a system of short service was intro- 
duced into the Navy the long service 
would suffer, because you could not work 
a short service against a long one. If 
you really intend to build up the Royal 
Naval Reserve you will have to make it 
moderately worth the while of the mer- 
cantile marine to take apprentices. The 
attempt to get the colonies to assist 
us to build up the Royal Naval Reserve 
may so far be regarded as a failure. 


Supply 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Some of the colonies 
are very anxious to join us, and we shall 
be glad of all the Naval Reserve men the 
colonies may give us, but it is not a source 
that we calculate upon, nor an easy source 
to secure. 


Mr. KEARLEY: It will be a good 
thing if we accept the offers of the 
colonies, and I hope that the Reserve 
will go on increasing. 


ComMANDER YOUNG (Berkshire, 
Wokingham) congratulated the First Lord 
of the Admiralty on the statement he had 
made, and trusted it would dispel many illu 
sions which had been ventilated in the 
press. He also congratulated the right 
hon. Gentleman and his Department on 
the marvellous manner in which the 
trausport of troops to South Africa had 
been conducted. Knowing the responsi- 
bility which must attach tothe right hon. 
Gentleman if anything happened to the 
Navy, he thought the Huuse should leave 
the matter entirely to him. He expressed 
great satisfaction that something had been 
done for the engineering branch of the 
service, than which no part of the service 
would have to show more courage in time 
ot war. He hoped that promotion up to 
the rank of lieutenant would soon be 
open to warrant officers, because these 
men were largely responsible for the dis- 
cipline on board ship, and their duties 
were very important. With regard to 
the naval training squadron, he owned 
that masts, yards, and sails were very 
beneficial, but when he saw that only a 
few yeungsters were able to go through 
the training squadron, and those only for 
six months at a time, he came to the con- 
clusion that the training squadron should 
be done away with, and that the men 
should be kept at their exercise in the 
gymnasium or around the guns, 





{26 FEBRUARY 1900} 


(Nacy Estimates). 1162 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): The hon. and 
gallant Member who has just addressed 
the House thinks we ought, considering 
the enormous responsibility which would 
fallon the First Lord if anything went 
wrong in the event of war to leave him 
to deal with his programme. We 
have lately seen how ditficult it is to 
bring home responsibility in a land war, 
and I believe the First Lord himself 
would prefer to feel that his hands were 
strengthened by this House. He has 
from time to time stated, having regard 
to the way things are criticised publicly, 
that he desired to be fully criticised by 
this House. The whole House has 
accepted that view. As one of those 
who have the highest standard with 
regard to the efficiency and relative 
strength of the Navy, I also desire to 
avoid sensation and panic. I can the more 
easily do so on this oceasion because I do 
not believe that any of the risks appre- 
hended from the present war by many 
organs of the press, and by persons who 
write letters to the press, in fact exist. 
Why is there no reason for panic, 


engaged as we are in a war which 
taxes the military resources of the 
country! Simply because of the 


strength the Fleet has attained relatively 
to the fleets of foreign Powers. That is 
our insurance, which has been successful. 
Surely the recollection of that fact, which 
is admitted by all, ought to lead us 
to be very clear in’ our minds 
that we are not failing to do now 
things the omission of which may 
jeopardise our relatively similar position 
in the future. Ihave gradually become 
more of a supporter of the naval adminis- 
tration of the First Lord, and of the 
naval position taken up as a whole vy the 
Government. If there is, as I believe, 
not the slightest risk of any intervention 
by anybody in the present war, or in con- 
nection with the terms of peace, it is 
entirely on account of the strength of our 
Fleet, and not on account of any of those 
large proposals for sedentary defence of 
which we hear. It is not expenditure 
upon time-expired men being formed 
into regiments for home service that is 
our guarantee against intervention ; it is 
the possession of our Fleet, and that alone 
—or, more accurately, the idea enter- 
tained of our Fleet by foreign Powers. If 
there were at any time to be a German 
emperor who desired to destroy in a 
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successful naval war our possession of 
colonies and our commerce, it would be 
his opinion of our Fleet that would cause 
ns to have peace, and prevent him from 
attempting to carry out any such pro- 
ject. I know there are many of 
opposed in an indis- 
criminate way to all military and 
naval expenditure. Perhaps they do not 
give cnough time to the matter, and 
therefore they condemn military and 
naval expenditure root and branch. | 
always say to them, “If you want to try 
vo veduce expenditure as a whole try and 
pick ont what is vital to the country and 
set that aside: then concentrate your 
efforts for reduction on what is the least 
important.” The strongest friends of 
peace in this country are not those who 
are most strongly opposed to all naval 
and military expenditure. The opponents 
of all war expenditure frequently quote the 
strongest friend of peace, the author of the 
Hague Conference, M. de Bloch. He has 
very recently written on the British Fleet, 
wid what does this rigid apostle of peace 
say ! He says that for England there is an 
interest of the first order in remaining 
Inistress of the sea everywhere: she 
should subordinate everything else for the 
sake of her Fleet. If there were special 
risk of a naval war at the present 
time —-which [ think there is not- -T agree 
with the right hon, Gentleman in think- 
ing that shipbuilding would not meet it. 
That is obyieus. To use his own words, 
it is clear that at a critical time like the 
present we ought in that case to provide 
for the immediate future, and repairs are 
more imperative than shipbuilding. — Sir, 
the menace to this country which the 
House has to consider when it comes into 
Committee of Supply on the Naval Esti- 
mites, is a more distant menace. We 
cannot atford to have regard only to the 
risks and circumstances of the present 
year: we must look further ahead, and 
consider the position we ought to keep 
up. From that point of view, I doubt 
whether the programme laid before us to- 
night is a sutticient programme. The 
First Lord of the Admiralty and the right 
hon. Gentleman who followed him from 
the front Opposition bench were inclined 
to speak of paper programmes, and to 
contrast. performance with promise as 
regards those programmes. The right 
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hon. Gentleman who spoke second in this 

debate confined his examination of these 

programmes in detail to French pro- 
Sir Charles Ditke. 
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grammes. The French programme is not 
the one, I think, which we ought to have 
most in view on the present occasion. The 
German and Russian programmes ought 
still more to be kept in mind, because 
they are more likely to be adhered to 
than the French. Can anyone doubt 
that who watches what they are doing? 
I think it is wise and statesmanlike to 
treat the German ant Russian pro- 
grammes now before us as likely to be 
adhered to in tneir main lines. The 
standard which has been set up to-night 
in the figures of the First Lord is the 
standard of equality to two other Powers 

France and Russia. France and Russia 
are either never likely to attack us at all, or 
they are likely to attack us in company ; 
and although no one would pretend that 
our Fleet, on paper, is equal to the fleets 
ot Germany, France, and Russia at the 
present moment, still no one who knows 
the facts can doubt, looking at the diffi 
culty of allied operations at sea, and the 
extraordinary disparity in the classes of 
their ships, but that the British Fleet is 
one which would cause any three Powers 
to pause before they attacked it. The 
danger to this country from a Franco 
Russian alliance without the interposition 
in the war of any other Power is one of 
the most unlikely of possible events. 
What is a possible event would be a 
great coalition of the Powers stretching 
along the north coasts of Europe from 
Gibraltar to Behrens Sea: but that is 
a coalition which would bring to our side 
the naval power of Japan as a_ set-off. 
This two Powers standard which has in 
recent years given us the security of 
being in sufticiently near proximity to 
equality with three Powers is, to my mind, 
to some extent jeopardised by the pro- 
gramme now placed before us. In. itselt 
it does not jeopardise the position, but if 
the argument it contains prevails, it seems 
to me it is likely to jeopardise it in the 
future. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: What is the argue 
ment ! 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: The argu 
ment, to put it plainly, is that we are 
checked this year in our programme, not 
hy the enormous character of our expendi- 
ture, but by the fact that we have reached 
the limit of the manufacturing power ot 
this country. That is a libel on British 
trade, and it is not in any essential point 
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of view true. [am not accusing the First 
Lord of the Admiralty of using a disin- 
gennous argument, but when examined 
hy those who are not persuaded by it, it 
seems to break down in the point of 
actual and literal truth. I undertake to 
suy that not only can we manufacture for 
ourselves, but that there are means by 
which the difficulty can be met. If the 
Admiralty will guarantee the continuity 
of orders in regard to armour, they 
will he able to get that armour ; but they 
cannot expect contractors to engage a 
great number of men, and invest in an 
expensive plant and machinery, if they 
are to be perpetually faced by the risk 
that the orders may any day suddenly 
stop. The Admiralty must guarantee its 
orders from year to vear. [f that is done, 
we can manufacture on any scale we 
please ; and neither the difficulty about 
propelling machinery nor the difficulty 
about armour, which has been placed 
before us as a reason for pausing in our 
programme, is worthy of examination. 
From the point of view of the future, it 
seems to me the programme is weak. All 
the time we are told that propelling 
machinery and armour cannot be pro- 
duced, and that we must draw in our 
horns because of that difticulty, the very 
sume firms who are contracting with us 
are executing enormous works of the 
same description for foreign Powers. — I 
helieve the Government have the alterna- 
tive of either giving to firms like Arm- 
strong’s, the Thames Lron Works, and the 
Shettield armour firms guarantees — of 
orders year after vear, or of having some 
mixed system by which they will be 
partly partners in them for State con- 
or else by the State manufacturing 
themselves, they can overcome the diffl- 
culty. [am certain itis unworthy of the 
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Government (and untrue when examined) 


to give as a reason for drawing in our horns 
as to our shipbuilding programme that we 
havereached the limit of the manufacturing 
power of the country. The First Lord of 
the Admiralty also disappointed me on 
several matters of detail. The one point 
on which I think he showed that outside 
criticism had thoroughly livened the 
Admiralty was with regard to what may 
he called the auxiliary services of the Fleet. 
There it was evident great progress had 
heen made since last year. He did not name 
distilling ships. I gather from his nods 
that the matter has not escaped attention. 
In the same way, what he said with 
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regard to colliers showed great care and 
thought on the subject. [f there is one 
matter more than another which the 
recent land war has brought into promi- 
hence, it is the question of guns. We 
had a little Army debate in which, 
through an interruption, the First Lord of 
the Admiralty took part, when some 
doubt was thrown on the question of the 
supply. To listen to the words of the First 
Lord to-day, anyone who had not read the 
Estimates would suppose that there was 
to be a large inerease of guns this year, 
whereas there is less money taken 
for guns this vear than was taken last 
vear. We are told that the 
of the Fleet, as regards. the larger 
guns, have supplied, and that 
we are keeping pace with the new ships, 
that the guns for the new ships are- 
ordered and will be supplied in time. But 
what about the reserve of guns! The 
life of these guns is very short. Few, 
except practical gunners and those who 
have studied the subject, know how short 
the life of these guns is. There is a 
constant pressure, which this war will 
enormously increase, for gun practice 
under service conditions at moving targets 
and so forth, where a full. charge is abso- 
lutely necessary. ‘The more vou practise, 
the shorter the lives of these guns will be. 
I doubt very much whether even now the 
reserve of naval guns is sufficient, consider- 
ing the shortness of their lives and the 
necessity for a large amount of practice 
with them. The complaint of the Admi- 
raltvy as to the non-supply of armour is 
no new thing; but for the first time 
this year the non-supply has been treated 
as past praying for. A much reduced stun 
is heing asked for, not because the Depart- 
ment do not want as much armour as last 
year, but because the supply cannot be 
obtained. Either the Admiralty ought to 
make the supply of armour certain by 
arrangements with firms such as 1 have 
mentioned, or the Government must begin 
the supply of armour themselves. My 
hon. friend the Member for Devonport 
spoke of the power of the dockyards to 
construct ships. There has been some in- 
crease, but that power is governed this year 
by the question of propelling machinery. 
With regard to the number of men in 
the Reserve, the First Lord has committed 
himself to a statement which went further 
than statements he has made on previous 
occasions. He said that it would be 
possible to send every ship to sea with 
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only a moderate call on the Reserves. I 
confess that astonishes me, but only a 
very highly skilled technical man can 
question it. But he admitted in reply to 
a direct question by the hon. Member for 
Devonport that he is not satisfied, and 
sannot be satisfied, with the number in 
the Reserves; and of course he admits 
that his new Reserve scheme has tem- 
porarily failed—has not produced those 
great results which were hoped from it last 
year. Suggestions have been made with 
regard to the Colonies. The First Lord 
in previous debates anticipated the diffi- 
culties with regard to wages in Australia, 
and with regard to Canada there are difti- 
culties with which the Admiralty is 
familiar. But the First Lord did not 
mention the case of Newfoundland, where 
the wages are very low and where there 
is an enormous fishing population which 
would be available under a scheme similar 
to our own. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : That has been done. 


*Smirk CHARLES DILKE: I am very 
glad to hear that, because I am certain 
there is an enormous Reserve propor- 
tionately to the population to be obtained 
in Newfoundland. I was amazed to hear 
the right hon. Gentleman speak of 
strategy i connection with the Intelli- 
gence Department. Of course strategy 
lies at the base of all the proposals which 
are made, or ought to be made, in this 
House, for expenditure upon our Fleet. 
But strategy for future British wars must 
‘be the business of the First Sea Lord, not 
of the Intelligence Department. I con- 
clude, as I began, by reminding the House 
that our one defence which can avail us 
at the present time is the opinion which I 
believe is justly entertained of the power 
of the British Fleet. In the absence of a 
Prime Minister who takes a keen interest 
in this subject we can hardly hope that 
both the land and the sea defences of the 
Empire should be controlled by a single 
mind. The First Lord of the Admiralty 
controls his share of it—the question of 
sea defence ; he has made the best fight 
he can in the Cabinet against those who 
would spend unduly upon the land or 
fixed defences here at home. It is for 
chim to make that fight, and I believe he 
makes a good one. We shall be only 
strengthening his hands—not weakening 
them—in any criticism against his plans 
for insufficiency. As to the argument he 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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has been compelled to use to justify that 
insufficiency, namely, that we are unable 
to produce beyond the present figures, | 
confess [ think that this House has reason 
for believing it to be an argument un- 
worthy of this country. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : It is only by the 
courtesy of the House that I can reply 
to the speeches which have been made, 
but I think there are many Members who 
would wish that I should offer a few 
observations at this point. There are 
two principal points which have been 
raised—one connected with the Reserves, 
and the other connected with the supply 
of armour and the general producing 
powers of this country; but before | 
turn to them I will deal with the side 
issue raised by the right hon. Baronet in 
reference to the Intelligence Department. 
I can assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that it is the First Sea Lord who is 
responsible now, as he has always been 
responsible before, for naval strategy in all 
parts of the Empire. But in order to 
assist him in that work it is very impor- 
tant to have able officers who are 
thoroughly conversant with the whole 
of the foreign strategy and with the 
position of every ship, and who can work 
up for him various details. The First 
Sea Lord is taken up to an extraordinary 
extent with Admiralty business ; there is 
no harder-worked man in the Empire, 
and it is most important, therefore, that 
there should be men of first-class capacity 
under him to assist him by drawing up 
details, while he superintends the prin- 
ciples of the strategy and the defensive 
operations of this country. As to the 
Reserves, I think that hon. Members 
have made too much of the slight falling- 
off this year in the Naval Reserve after 
the change which was made last year. 
The House should remember that when 
the change was first introduced men in 
the second-class Reserve, who had been 
through their term of five years, could elect 
to go for their six months sea training 
at once. The consequence, as would be 
perfectly natural, was that a_ large 
number of the men embarked at once in 
the first year of the new scheme, and I 
do not look at the present falling-off as 
any proof that the scheme has failed. 
Those who were in favour of the scheme 
are by no means discouraged, and for 
this reason, amongst others—that the 
effect on the men who have embarked 
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has been extremely good. Some hon. 
Members said that the Reserve men, the 
fishermen or sailors, would easily pick up 
what they had to learn on a man-of-war. 
But the duties are much more compli- 
cated than that idea indicates. The 
handling of the guns and countless duties 
cannot properly be learnt except on 
board ship. The modern sailor is a 
scientifie product ; he has duties to per- 
form on board which tax his energy and 
his training, and for my part [ should 
dispense with the greatest reluctance with 
this primary condition of efticiency—the 
six months training at sea. It may be 
that other arrangements will have to be 
made, but the system ought at least to have 
as long a trial as possible for its success. 
I have been pressed as to the number of 
the Reserves, and I have been pressed to 
say whether I consider the present Re- 
serve adequate. I have remarked on 
previous occasions that it is considered 
that the larger the number of men on the 
active list, the larger the number of the 
Reserves ought to be. That is the theory, 
hut it may be argued with possibly more 
force on the other side that the more men 
you have on the active list the less you 
have got to look to the Reserve. [An 
Hon. MEMEER: It depends on the num- 
ber of ships.] Yes, but we have increased 
the men so rapidly that we consider the 
Reserve need not be increased in the same 
proportion. The right hon. Gentleman 
commented on the statement [ made that 
we could send all ships to sea that were 
effective with a comparatively moderate 
demand on the Reserves. I have always 
maintained that the demand would be 
moderate, but it is more moderate now, 
and at this moment the statement is more 
true, because we have never been checked 
in the number of men we have tried to 
enrol, but we have been checked by the 
number of ships which had to be prepared. 
Our ships have been thrown back, as 
many hon. Members know, but we have 
not been thrown back in the men. Con- 
sequently, we have a larger number of 
men now to man the ships which could 
possibly go to sea than we had in former 
times. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES was under- 
stood to say that the number of men had 
been thrown back also. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Yes, we have 28,700 
Reserves, instead of 29,000; we have 
[FouRTH SERIES. ] 
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been thrown back a thousand, but I think 
it will be some time before we shall re- 
quire the whole of the 28,000 or 29,000 
that we have got. 


(Navy Estimates), 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): If the number of men is in ex- 
cess of the number required on ships, 
then I suppose the excess of seamen 
will be quartered on shore. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I do not know 
whether my hon. and gallant friend means 
the number of seamen on the active list 
the We have not got 
men over on the active list; we require 
all the men on the active list and a mode- 
rate proportion of the Naval Reserve in 
time of war. The remainder would 
remain as a Reserve. Hon. Members say 
we ought to have a very much larger 
Reserve. I should like a larger Reserve, 
but I would call attention to this point. 
It is said that wastage in time of war of 
the men would be very great, and that it 
is for that purpose that we ought to have 
a larger Reserve, and that is the ordinary 
view, but it is highly possible that the 
wastage of ships in these days will be 
faster and greater than the wastage in 
former times. That is a matter well to 
be considered in this connection. A ship 
in these modern days, with the machinery 
and engines of every kind involved, may 
easily be put out of action with- 
out the crew suffering severely at all. 
It is not as in the old days, when a 
large number of men were killed, and 
practically the ship could easily be re- 
paired. In these days ships may be put 
out of action while the crews may he com- 
paratively intact, and the crews could 
then be transferred to other ships which 
had been in reserve. I put that before 
the House in order to show that it does 
not follow at all, because there would be 
wastage of men, that we should need to 
employ a very large number of Reserves. 
We should require them, if at all, rather 
for auxiliary ships, and for the defence of 
harbours and many other services. 
Therefore, [ do not think there ought to 
be the alarm with reference to the number 
of Reserves that appears to exist in some 
hon. Members’ minds. The second point 
I wish to allude to is that you compare 
the active service list of 115,000 with a 
Reserve of 29,000, but you must not put 

28 


or on Reserve. 
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the 29,000 against the 115,000, because | 


the 115,000 comprises a vast number of 
services for which there is no Reserve, 
and which are not taken into account in 
this matter. Of this number of Reserves 
that we have got there are 25,000 who are 
seamen, and you must put those 25,000 
seamen as a proportion against the 
number of seamen proper out of the 
115,000. For instance, I know that in 
the 115,000 there are categories for 
which no reserve is required, and_ it 
is not necessary to have the same 
reserve of stokers, because it is 
perfectly clear that a large number of 
stokers would immediately be available. 
Thus, this nucleus of 25,009 men on the 
Reserve is a much larger nucleus than 
will appear if you consider the numerical 
figures only. I have stated to the House 
very frankly that we desire to establish 
two new services, a Marine Reserve and 
a Reserve of seamen who have passed 
their twelve years. Those will be excel- 
lent Reserves. Do not let us look 
too much to numbers, let us look 
to their quality, and if we are able to 
get a considerable number of men from 
these two sources it will certainly be an 
extremely valuable addition to the Naval 
Reserve. I confess that, while I should 
like to have more, and will make efforts 
to get more, I do not think we stand as 
regards the Reserves in such an unsatis- 
factory position as we are described as 
being in. I did not plume myself up- 
on the number of our men. As soon 
as a Minister makes a statement to correct 
misrepresentations, as soon as he makes 
certain statements of fact, he is said 
to plume himself upon those facts. I 
simply stated to the House the facts 
affecting our Naval Reserves. With regard 
to withdrawing men from the mercantile 
marine, we are less and less relying 
upon the mercantile marine for our Re- 
serves. We are drawing them now almost 
exclusively from the fishermen class, who 
are put through a training of six months 

the fisherman class, if they are pro- 
perly trained,being more available than 
the mercantile seamen, who are scattered 
all over the globe, and who would not be 
upon the spot when their services were 
wanted. We think that the mercantile 


marine will continue to be able to assist 

us in our mercantile cruisers, and be able 

to carry on the trade of the country dur- 

ing war, as also to help us in all those sub- 

sidiary operations which we have  dis- 
Mr. Goschen. 


{COMMONS} 


cussed this evening, and which are so 
necessary to the successful conduct of 
war. Having said this much I will drop 
the question of the Reserves, but | 
hope I may try to clear up some other 
misunderstandings. |The hon. Member 
for Gateshead made a humorous but 
violent onslaught upon our water-tube 
boilers, and referred to some trials which 
have taken place in regard to the 
“Hyacinth” and the “ Minerva.” Those 
trials are not yet concluded, but some 
very interesting results have been 
obtained. [An Hon. MempBer: Will 
the new vessels be built with water-tube 
boilers !] I have said that these trials are 
not yet concluded, but I must not give 
the hon. Member any impression that the 
new ships will not be fitted with water 
tube boilers. With regard to the hon. 
Member for Gateshead, I ean only say 
that those boilers are being put into 
every ship that is being built by France, 
Germany, Russia, and America, and 
if we have a “ paper fleet ” because 
of our water-tube boilers, then those 
Powers are in the same position, because 
all have water-tube boilers. The water 
tube boiler has been adopted by all the 
great maritime nations, and [ do not 
think we ought to go back upon it. 
There are certain difficulties, not with 
the boilers, but with the machinery, which 
have still to be overcome—leaky joints in 
consequence of the very high steam pres- 
sure—but these difficulties, I am sure, 
will not ultimately be beyond the power 
of our great shipbuilders. |The adoption 
of water-tube boilers is looked upon as 
a final act by all the great Powers, but, of 
course, it is within our competence to 
review the whole question and to take 
different action from other nations if it 
were proved to be necessary. The next 
point of great importance which has been 
brought forward by hon. Members touches 
a double ground. The first ground is the 
action on the Continent as regards the 
programmes of laying down ships, and the 
other is our programmes as limited by our 
production of armour. The right hon. 
Gentleman opposite spoke of the French 
policy, and suggested that practically the 
French were abandoning the construction 
of battleships. It is true that the French 
Naval Commission reported against 
battleships, and M. Lockroy wrote 
against them, but the Council of Admirals 
have fought a stubborn battle against the 
young school upon the subject, and | 
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believe the battleship party will win. 
The matter is not yet decided ; the battle 
is not yet over; but, so far as we can read 
the issue, notwithstanding the frontal 
attack of M. Lockroy, I think the battle- 
ship party will win. The programme of 
France for the next eight years is to lay 
down in the course of those years six 
hattleships and five armoured cruisers. 
We propose to lay down six armoured 
cruisers and two battleships this _ first 
vear. I agree with the right hon. Gentle- 
man that these programmes are not 
at all “paper” programmes. France, 
because she has changed her pro- 
gramme so often, has now adopted 
the system of the Naval Defence 
Act, and wishes to interpose legislative 
prohibition against any further change in 
the programme which she may lay down 
now. I agree with the right hon. Gentle- 
man that probably Germany and Russia 
will stand by the programmes they have. 
made. Russia is carrying out the ukase 
of the Emperor with a 90 million rouble 
programme, and we have taken that into 
account in every step which we have 
taken. We have faced the programmes 
of other countries, and we consider 

though we have been limited, as I admit, 
in our arrangements by what we consider 
to be the reasonable output of the 
country——that our proposals are adequate, 
looking to our cheaper and swifter con- 





the Powers. But I admit that the entry 
of every new energetic Power into this 
naval competition, as regards the increase 
of construction, must increase the strain | 
upon this country, and must make us look 
very carefully to the standard of construc- 
tion which we may from time to time 
consider necessary. With reference to | 
the output of armour, it has been urged 
upon us to-night in several quarters, in | 
the strongest manner, that we should | 
arrange an armour manufactory of our | 
own. This would be quite a new depar- | 
ture, and it would be some consider- | 
able time before the first output of | 
armour took place. Notwithstanding the | 
views which may be entertained by hon. | 
Members as to the increase of Govern- | 
ment establishments, it is a very serious | 
thing to undertake a new industry by | 


and we would be trusted, by right hon. 
Gentlemen and hon. Gentlemen in many 
parts of the House; but if we established 











struction, and looking at the action of all , 
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'a great armour manufactory we should 
increase—— 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE: If the right 
hon. Gentleman refers to me, what I said 
was that you must either guarantee 
orders or, if necessary, go as it were into 
partnership with the firms, or else manu- 
facture yourselves. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : It would be a very 
great undertaking to go further in our 
dockyards than we have done already. 
The hon. Member for Devonport sug- 
gested that much larger work might be 
done. In the aggregation of Government 
workmen in that place, and in Ports- 
mouth and in Chatham, it would be ex- 
tremely difficult to go on a/ infinitum. 
There is almost congestion, even now. 
We have gone on from 22,000 to 32,000, 
and the hon. Gentleman argued from that 
that we might go on still further. Is it 
not possible that the very increase of 
Government establishments has decreased 
the number of workmen who are avail- 
able in private yards for the construction 
of our ships? I come now to the im- 
portant suggestion of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest of 
Dean that we should ‘give to the great 


‘constructing firms orders for — ships 


for some time to come. Let me 
assure the House, with regard to armour, 
that armour manufacturers have received 
every encouragement from the Govern- 
ment to increase their plant, that they 


have been supplied with ample orders, 


and, as they have a monopoly of the 
manufacture, these firms are, as : 
matter of fact, increasing their plant. 
I do not think it is suffiaently borne in 
mind by those who criticise the producing 
powers of this country that we have an 
enormous number of ships building at the 
present moment. What country could 
have, as we have, under construction four- 
teen battleships, fourteen armoured 


cruisers, and a number of other ships into * 


the bargain? France has nothing like 


such an amount of shipbuilding on hand, 


nor has Germany ; and it is to the credit 


of our shipbuilding firms that we are able 
Government departments. In the present | to place such large orders in their hands. 
enthusiasm of the moment we are trusted,| No doubt the circumstances of the 
moment have thrown back the producing 
powers of our great shipbuilding firms. 


We have not yet got over the lamentable 
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results of the labour difficulties two or 
three years ago. These threw hack not 
only the engineers, but every trade that 
supplies the engineers. 
trades that manufacture articles for the 
engineers were all behind hand. <A _ cer- 
tain number of orders had been placed, 
and they could not be executed because 
the work was in arrear. The contractors 
and the sub-contractors also were, there- 


Supply 


fore, in arrear, and they have had stiff 


work to pull up. But it must not be 
supposed that, because we have not been 
able to spend the amount of money we 
were entitled to spend, the contractors 
will not be able to complete their orders 
within the time of their contracts. What 
has happened is that they have not been 
able to work up to the estimates those 
who advise us considered they would have 
been able to earn. But they have not 


been behindhand in their deliveries, 
and that is the chief thing.  Be- 


lieve me, you cannot meet a difficulty 
of this kind by the exaction of 
penalties. 
heen remiss in this respect is a matter 


upon which Gentlemen opposite challenge | 


us, but if the money spent is behind our 


expectations it has not arisen because we | 


have not enforced the penalties. The 
general enforcement of penalties on firms 
who have not been able to secure the more 
rapid execution of their orders would have 
this result: considering the limited 
number of men who do this work, con- 
tractors would in future ask for longer 
time and for higher prices, lest they 
should be exposed to these penalties 
again. Now, with regard to the pro- 
posal of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Forest of Dean that 
we should give the firms orders in 
advance for a certain number of ships, I 
think that is a proposal that we should 
be only driven to in the very last resource. 


The control of the finances and the very | 
would be a’ 


selection of the firms 
matter of extreme difficulty. We should 
have to decide whether to go and make 
arrangements with firms on the Thames 
or in Newcastle and leave out the Clyde 
and the great firms there. I do not see 
how the matter can possibly be arranged, 
for we cannot demand that no foreign 
ships should be built in this country. 
The right hon. Gentleman pointed out 
that enormous orders for the building of 


ships of war were carried out in this | 


country for foreign nations. Japan is 
Mr. Goschen. 


‘COMMONS} 


The subordinate , 


Whether we have or have not, 
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the only country for which such orders 
are being executed, if we except small 
experimental ships here and there. It 
has often been contended that it was an 
advantage to this country to have war- 
ships for other Powers built here, for if 
there was an outbreak of war, such 
vessels would probably be at the disposal 
of the Government, thus increasing our 
resources to a considerable extent. I do 
not think it is fair to cast a slur on that 
particular industry of this country, 
because that industry has borne, and is 
bearing, a tremendous burden, looking to 
the orders we have already placed. | 
should abuse the privilege which the 
House has allowed me if I were to con- 
tinue my observations on other minor 
points which I shall be able to deal with 
on a future occasion. I was, however, 
anxious to put these two matters straight 
—to explain our views as regards the 
» Reserve, and as regards these short earn- 
ings, looking at the matter in connection 
with the action of foreign Powers. I was 
going to ask my hon. friend the Member 
for King’s Lynn, if he had not left the 
House, not to expect me to go into that 
long list of treaty obligations which he 
has sprung upon us this evening. I 
must confess that, when he asked me 
whether we had realised all the commit- 
ments of the last few years, I had cer- 
tainly forgotten some of them. Nor 
would I, on this occasion, go into the 
remarks which he made with reference to 
the degree in which he thinks we have 
weakened our naval power by the arrange- 
ments we have made as regards the right 
of search for contraband of war. I should 
like to make one remark which his 
speech suggested, and that is this-—that no 
fault is to be found with the gallant naval 
officers who have been conducting this 
most unpleasant, this most ungrateful and 
difficult right of search. They have done 
their duty with great assiduity, con- 
tinually disappointed, always watchful, 
always endeavouring to carry out the 
‘instructions which were given to them. 
_I wish it to be understood that the great 
| difficulty of the case lies in the fact that 
| they have not got to deal with a hostile 
port to which goods are being carried. 
Every operation is complicated by the 
‘fact of Lorenzo Marques being a neutral 
port ; and, being a neutral port, and the 
enemy having no ports at all, it has im- 
mensely added to the difficulty of our 
| naval officers. I trust that no blame will 
| 
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attach to them if on certain occasions |—publishes in any detail what she is 


ships have been released because there 
was no proof that they carried contraband 


doing. 


of war, though our officers, from the | 


information they received, felt entitled to 
make these investigations. I beg to 
thank the House for the manner in which 
on the whole they have received these 
Estimates. I think they have considered 
that they are moderate, and I hope they 
have also considered them adequate. I 
am glad to find that the House endorses 
the attitude of the Government with 
reference to their desire to avoid sensa- 
tional measures or anything that may 
look like panic in any quarter of our 
Empire. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : In 
considering the statement put before us 
by the right hon. Gentleman to-night, 


it must, of course, be borne in mind 
that a good deal of the general 


situation has been created by the war in 
South Africa, and | am sure the House 
generally will acknowledge the very 
gallant part the Navy has played in the 
war. On both sides of the House there 
seems a determination to maintain the 
efficiency of the Navy. But, although 
the country undoubtedly has confidence 


in our Navy administration, I think 
that the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean 


appeared to go a little too far, for 
he practically absolved the House from 
criticising the Naval Estimates. I cannot 
help thinking that the Naval Estimates 
in the past show that we have been a little 
lax in maintaining the efficiency of our 
Navy. In my opinion the Navy and the 
Admiralty administration in the past | 
would have been better if there had been | 
a little more free and open discussion. 
The general increase in the Navy during | 
the last twenty or twenty-five years has 
heen enormous. The First Lord of the 
Admiralty has reminded us how the 
number of men in the Navy had 
practically doubled, and I can find 
no grounds for believing that any 
such increase has been carried out 
by any foreign Power. While we 
have undertaken this enormous increase, 
France has only increased her strength 
by about 20 per cent. Of course we are 
obliged to take a great deal of the infor- 
mation given by the Admiralty on trust, | 
for only one country—and that is France | 


| respect. 


‘conditions of the Navy. 


Russia and Germany are more or 
less dumb in this respect, and, when the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean quotes Germany and 
Russia as factors which must be taken 
into consideration in a greater degree 
than in the past, we must consider what 
he says. If you take the last sixteen 
years programme of France I do not 
think that you will get an average of 
anything like the sum named by the 
First Lord of the Admiralty. I do not 
think that the programmes of Germany 
and Russia this year should affect our 
estimate as to what our duty is. I ean- 
not help feeling that it is a disadvantage 
that we cannot have more information as 
to what is alleged in justification of this 
enormous expenditure on new construc- 
tion. There has been probably too much 
reluctance in the past to criticise the 
Admiralty proposals. In regard to new 
construction we have got this fact to con- 
sider, that for the last three years the 
Admiralty has failed to carry out its 
programme. One year after another 
the estimated programme has not been 
earried out. The First Lord of the 
Admiralty has suggested as a reason for 
that the fact that the limit of our output 
has been reached in this country. This 
seems extraordinary, and almost in- 
credible, considering’ all the private 
yards in this country where money might 
be expended. Surely it is hardly a fair 
statement of the case to say that we can- 
not get more work done in private yards, 
and that we have reached the limit of out- 
put of all our manufacturing firms in this 
I cannot help feeling that there 
are other explanations. The First Lord 
has said that his estimates are not 
sensational. I think a further inference 
is justifiable, and it is that the Naval 
advisers are perfectly satistied with the 
There may be 
endless details and endless ways in which 


‘further expenditure may be justifiably 


incurred to perfect our ships, and the 
House has given the Government no 
reason to think that there will be any 


‘reluctance in voting them money, for 


they have had more than enough money. 
For three years now the Government 
have asked for large sums of money which 
they have not been able to spend, and 
which has been taken from the pockets of 
the taxpayer. I believe this country 
is profoundly peaceful in its intentions, 
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and I hope it may long continue to be so. 
I do not think we can complain of the ex- 
pense when we consider how far reaching 
the power and influence of our Fleet is, but 
I venture to interpose these remarks be- 
cause of the torrent of suggestions which 
seem to have all gone in one direction, 
and that is in the direction of greater ex- 
pense. Ido not believe myself that our 
difficulties in regard to defence can be en- 
tirely supplied by having a powerful 
Fleet and a powerful Army, for in the end 
we must depend upon the brain and 
muscle of our owncountry. There is a great 
deal to be done in the country in this 
respect for which money is wanted, 


and which is not available to be 
devoted to improving the condition 
of our people, and cultivating our 
own physical resources. [I do not want 
in any way to lower the standard 


of the efficiency of our Navy, or the, 
power and position of the country in 

regard to naval defence, but I believe that 

au more vigorous criticism is perfectly 

justifiable upon naval matters without 

incurring any reproach in this respect. [ 
hope our efforts will be directed to facili- 

tating that end, and that we may be led 

to urge and lay emphasis upon a wise and 

conciliatory diplomacy and attitude 

towards other countries. 


Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 


SUPPLY [22Np FreBpRUARY]. 


Resolutions reported. 


(CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES), 
1899-1900. 


Cass I, 


“That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £20,000, be granted to Her 
Majesty, to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1900, for the expenses of Post Office and 
Post Oftice Telegraph Buildings, Great | 
Britain.” 


“That a Supplementary sum, not | 
dahlias £40,000, be granted to a 


Captain Sinclair. 


{COMMONS} 


 eaiilae £20,000, 


the House. 


Majesty, to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1900, in respect of sundry public buildings 
in Great Britain, not provided for on other 
Votes.” 


“That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £12,000, be granted to Her 
Majesty, to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1900, for rates and contributions in lieu 
of rates, ete., in respect of Government 
property.” 


Chass II. 
“That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £4,150, be granted to Her 


Majesty, “to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day. of March, 
1900, for the salaries and expenses of the 
Department of Her Majesty’s Secretary 
ot State for the Colonies.” 


“That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £300, be granted to Her 
Majesty, to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1900, for the salaries and expenses of the 
Department of Her Majesty’s Most 
Honourable Privy Council.” 


“That a Supplementary sum, not 
be granted to Her 
Majesty to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1900, for stationery, printing, paper, 
binding, and printed books for the public 
service.’ 

7. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £5, be granted to Her Majesty 


to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the 
salaries 
Valuation 
Ireland.” 


and the General 


Survey of 


expenses of 
and Boundary 


Resolutions agreed to. 


Adjourned at five minutes 
after Twelve o'clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with— 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway 


[ H.L. ]. 
Dearne Valley Railway [H.1.}. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, that the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 

Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Bil} 
ought to be dispensed with, provided that 
the powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 
2, and 3 be struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 
Water and 


Shannon Electric 


Bill 
ought to be dispensed with, provided that 
a proviso be added to Clause 37 that no 
generating stations shall be erected upon 
the lands comprised in that clause, or 
upon any other lands than those specified 
in the Bill for that purpose. 


That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 
Devonport Corporation Bill 
ought to be dispensed with, provided that 
the powers to construct Tramways Nos. 4 
and 44 be struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied | 


with in respect of the 
South-Eastern Metropolitan Tramways 
Bill 


ought to be dispensed with, provided that 


the powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 
2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 be struck out of 
the Bill. 


Read, and agreed to. 
VOL, LXXIX. [Fourti SERtEs. } 


Power 
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COMMERCIAL UNION ASSURANCE 
COMPANY BILL [4.1.}. 


| GOVERNMENTS STOCK AND OTHER 
SECURITIES INVESTMENT COM- 


PANY BILL [4.1]. 


UNIVERSAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY BILL [H.1.]. 


Committed. 
GWYRFAT RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL 
WATER BILL [1.1.}. 


WORKINGTON RAILWAYS AND DOCKS 
BILL [H.1.]. 


CLEETHORPES GAS BILL [8.1.]. 


FISHGUARD WATER AND GAS BILL 
[H.L. J. 
KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES GAS BILL 
[HLL]. 

“LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [1.1.}. 
LONDON SEA WATER SUPPLY BILI 
[H.L.]. 

MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR BILL 
[H.L. |. 


EXMOUTH URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H.L.]. 


Committed: The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
MILFORD DOCKS BILL [4.1.1]. 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


DEARNE VALLEY RAILWAY BILL 
[H.1.]. 


Read 2. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ARMY (ESTIMATES). 
Memorandum of the Secretary of State 
relative to the Army Estimates of 
| 1900-1901. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. 
1. Code of Regulations for day schools ; 
'with schedules and appendices by the 
‘Committee of the Privy Council on Edu- 
cation. 

2. Revised instructions issued to Her 
| Majesty’s Inspectors, and applicable to 
the Code of 1900. 


| Presented (by Command), and ordered 
| to lie on the Table. 


2T 
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SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Minute, dated 21st February, 
1900, declaring that William Andrews, 
formerly hall porter under the Lunacy 
Commissioners, was appointed without a 
civil service certificate through inadver- 
tence on the part of the head of his 
department: Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 


the Table. 





LAND CHARGES BILL [1.1.}. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR— NEWS FROM 
THE FRONT—SURRENDER OF GEN- 
ERAL CRONJE AND HIS FORCE AT 
PAARDEBERG. 

“THE SECRETARY or STATE vor 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE): 
My Lords, I may be perhaps allowed to 
read to your Lordships a telegram we have 
just received from Lord Roberts. — It is 
dated Paardeberg, 11.20 a.m. to day 


* From information furnished daily to me by 
my Intelligence Department it became appar- 
ent that Cronje’s force was becoming more 
1s rege and that discontent among the 
troops and discord among the leaders were 
rapidly increasing. 

“This feeling doubtless wasaccentuated by the 
disappointment eaused when the Boer rein- 
foreements which tried to relieve Cronje 
were defeated by our troops on the 23rd inst. 

“T resolved, therefore. to bring pressure to 
hear on the enemy. Each night trenches were 
pushed forward towards the enemy’s Jaager so 
as to gradually contract hix position, and at 
the same time I bombarded it heavily with 
artillery, which was yesterday materially aided 
by the arrival of four 6in. howitzers which I 
hal ordered up from De Aar. 

“Tn carrying out these measures the captive 
balloon gave great assistance by keeping us 
informed of the dispositions and movements of 
the enemy. 

“At3a.m. to-day amost dashing advancemade 
by the Canadian Regiment and some Engineers, 
supported by the Ist Gordon. Highlanders and 
2nd Shropshires, resulted in our gaining a 
point some 600 yards nearer the enemy and 
within about 80 yards of his trenches, where 
our men intrenched themselves and maintained 
their positions till morning—a gallant _ 
worthy of our colonial comr: ades, and which I 
am glad to say was attended with compara- 
tiv ely slight loss. 

“This ‘apparently clinched matters, for at 
daylight to-day a letter signed by Cronje, in 
which he stated that he surrendered uncondi- 
tionally, was brought to our outposts under a 
flag of truce. 

‘In my reply I told Cronje that he must 
present himself at my camp and that his force 
must come out of their laager after laying 
down their arms. | 


‘COMMONS! 
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“By 7 aa. I received General C ronje and 
despate ‘hed a telegram to you announcing the 
fact. In the course of conversation he asked 
for kind treatment at our hands, and also that 
his wife, grandson, private secretary, adjutant, 
and servants might accompany him wherever 
he might be sent. I reassured him and told 
him his request would be complied with. 

“JT informed him that a General Officer 
would be sent with him to Cape Town to ensure 
his being treated with proper respect. ¢n voute, 
He will start this afternoon under the charge 
of Major-General Pretyman, who will hand 
him over to the General ( Yommanding at Cape 
Town. 

“The prisoners, who number about 3.000, 
will be formed into commandoes under their 
own officers. They also will leave here to-day, 
reaching Modder River to-morrow, when they 
will be railed to Cape Town in detachments.” 


House adjourned at  twenty-tive 
minutes before Five of thie 
elock, to Thursday next, at 
half-past Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS 
Tuesday, 27th February, 1900. 


MR. SPEAKER’S INDISPOSITION. 

The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the nnavoid 
able absence of Mr. Speaker, owing to 
the continuance of his indisposition : 


Whereupon Mr. James WILLIAM 
Lowtuer, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and after 
Prayers took the Chair as Deputy 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDE! 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Deputy SpEAKER laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, namely : 


Charing Cross, Euston, and 
stead Railway Bill. 

Jarrow and Hebburn Electricity Supply 
Bill. 

South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways 
Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a 

second time.. 
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PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
68 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Deputy SPEAKER laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 
63 has been complied with, namely : 


British Gas Light Company (Staffords 
shire Potteries) Bill. 

Neweastle-upon-T'yne Electric Supply 
Bill. 

Wellingborough and District Tramroads 
Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 

time. 

DEVONPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
ST. DAVID’S RAILWAY (ADDITIONAL 
POWERS) BILL. 
COVENTRY CORPORATION BILL (BY 
ORDER). 

SOUTHPORT CORPORATION BILL (BY 
ORDER). 


WEST BROMWICH CORPORATION BILL 
(BY ORDER). 


Read a second time, and committed. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY BILL 
(BY ORDER). 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.) said he had on several occasions 
had to call attention to the Bills of this 
company. The fault was not his; it was 
rather that of the company. His action 
was taken in the interests not only of his 
own constituents, but of the vast body of 
gas consumers on the north side of the 


Thames. The object of this Bill was to, 


enable the company to increase its capital 
by two and a half millions sterling, and 
the measure was identical with one intro- 
duced last session, the Second and Third 
leading of which he unsuccessfully opposed, 
us he failed to yet the support of the 
majority of hon. Members. When, how- 
ever, that Bill went to another place the 
course which he had respectfully urged 
the House of Commons to take was 
ulopted by the House of Lords, and it 
threw out the measure. It would he in 
the remembrance of hon. Members that 
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last year the House appointed a Select 
Committee to inquire into the metro- 
politan gas companies. That Committec 
had made some very important recom- 
mendations, which had, however, been 
entirely ignored by the Gas Light 
and Coke Company in their present 
Bill. The company had, in fact, not 
shown the slightest disposition to comply 
with any one of the five important recom 
mendations of the Committee, and he 
thought he was not going too far when 
he suggested that in so acting they were 
showing something very like contempt 
towards the House. Complaint had for 
along time been made of the excessive 
charges for gas made by this company, as 
compared with other companies, whether 
metropolitan, suburban, or provincial 
corporations or Companies, and it was im- 
portant to note that the difference in 
price had been constantly increasing for 
the last ten vears. Taking the South 
Metropolitan Company for the purposes 
of comparison, he found that in 1889 the 
difference between the charges of the 
two companies was 3d. per thousand feet. 
In 1890 it was 43d., in 1891 54d., in 
1892 7d., in 1893 Tid, in 1894 73d., in 
1895 there was a slight drop to 53d. ; in 
1896 Gid., in 1897 Gd, and in 1898 
Sid.: and this constantly increasing 
difference had been going on in spite of 
the fact that the company had all the 
natural conditions in its favour. It was 
the largest gas company in the world ; it 
had the largest and richest distriet to 
supply ; it hada larger area of supply than 
any other metropolitan company, and the 
amount of gas sold per mile was larger 
in the case of the Gas Light and Coke 
Company than in the case of any other 
company in London. Why was it, then, 
that the price charged was so high! The 
Report of the Committee showed clearly 
and decisively that the company had long 
been breaking its statutory bargain, 
because in 1867, what was known as Mr. 
Cardwell’s Committee stated that gas 
companies were entitled to divide their 
1G per cent. dividend only on the condi- 
tion that their affairs were conducted with 
“due care and management.” He would 
like to draw the attention of the House to 
the Report of last year’s Committee, which, 
he submitted, amply bore out the charges 
he had made agamst the company. — It 
was as follows 

“The Committee have very fully considered 
all the evidence submitted to them, and, after 
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giving due weight to the reasons offered by 
the Gas Light and Coke Company in explana- 
tion of the higher price charged for their gas, 
they are of opinion that the affairs of the 
company have not been well managed. The 
intention of the sliding scale was to give to 
the consumers a special interest in economical 
administration, while the control was left ex- 
¢lusively in the hands of the company. Hence 
there was an implied obligation on the part of 
the company that their affairs should be 
administered (to quote the language of Mr. 
Cardwell’s Committee) ‘with due care and 
management.’ Your Committee have arrived 
at the conclusion that this has not been done. 
Hence, the intention of the Parliamentary 
bargain, which was in effect made, has not 
been realised by the company, and thus the 
benefit to the consumers which was contem- 
plated when the standard price was fixed 
nearly a quarter of a century ago has not been 
obtained. With regard to Mr. Field’s explana- 
tions on the subject of over-capitalisation, 
your Committee would point out that even 
accepting integrally the sums of £1,500,000 
and £400,000 expended respectively on the 


‘COMMONS! 


Company Bill. 1188 


tomers north of the Thames only 94d. 
The Committee to which he had referred 
drew attention in strong terms to various 
malpractices on the part of the company, 
and it recommended that, whenever any 
metropolitan gas company came to the 
House to increase its powers for raising 


| capital, Parliament should impose a re- 


duction of the statutory price and insist 
on a revision of the sliding — scale. 


Good sound reasons were put for- 
ward for the adoption of such a 
course. The Committee pointed out, in 


the first place, that since the statutory 
prices were fixed the cost of producing 
gas had been largely reduced, while, in 
the second place, it was now possible 


| to obtain capital at a much lower rate of 


Beckton Works, and on extra storage in case | 


of emergency, they only amount to a total of 
£1.900,000. On the other hand, the ditference 


in the capital cost of 3s. 8d. per 1,000 feet, as | 


shown above, between the Gas Light and Coke 
Company and South Metropolitan Comp iny, 
amounts, on the 21,000 millions of gas soll by 
the Gas Light and Coke Company in 1898, to 
£3,850,000.’ 


Committee amply justified the charge 
which had been brought against the 
management of the company. Now he 
came to another topic. It was stated in 
the memorandum which had been issued 


interest than formerly. Then the Com- 
mittee recommended that if any gas com- 
pany were granted powers to raise fresh 
capital it should he limited to a period of 
five years. Yet the company were show- 
ing great disrespect for the Committee 
by seeking to get the power for a period 
of nearly twenty years instead of five 
years. his was no doubt a very unusual 
proposal, and when Mr. Field, the repre- 


sentative of the company, was last year 
He submitted that the findings of this | 
posal before, the reply was, “I do not 


by the promoters of the Bill that one | 


reason for desiring to increase the capital 
was to enable the company to meet de- 


| obvious. 


mands, coming mainly from the working | 


classes, to have gas supplied to them by 
means of the automatic meter, or, as it 


was more commonly known, “ the penny- | 


in-the-slot” system. But how was the 


company treating a very large portion of | 


its gas consumers? ‘The company was 


under a statutory obligation not to charge | 
to its customers south of the Thames | 


more than was charged by the South 
Metropolitan Gas Company. Its charge 
was, therefore, limited by law to 2s, 2d. 
or 2s. 3d. per thousand feet. But the 
company, finding its charges thus cut 
down, sought to make up the deficiency 


by imposing an excessive price for the 
fittings which they themselves supplied, | 


and consequently the working-class con- 
sumers were charged for these fittings at 
the rate of ls. 2}d. per thousand feet, the 
fittings being precisely the same as those 


| 


| 


asked if they had ever made such a pro- 


think so.” It was clear, therefore, that 
the company had adopted an _ entirely 
unusual practice in substituting twenty 
years for ten years, which had been the 
usual term in the past. The reason was 
During the last ten years there 
had positively been a decrease in the 
amount of gas sold by the company, with 
the exception of the business done 
through the automatic meters, and it was 
upon that that the company had ‘based 
their estimate of future financial require- 
ments. Was it necessary, he ven- 
tured to ask, to give the cum- 
pany powers to raise fresh capital ! 
His answer was in the negative, 
because there was another source from 
which the money could be obtained and 
at the same time a great advantage he 
conferred on the company. The Com- 


| mittee had recommended that the South 


Metropolitan Gas Company should he 
empowered to purchase tue property of 
the Gas Light and Coke Company on the 
south side of the river and to serve their 
customers in that area with gas. Now 
that would be an advantage not only to 
the public but to the company, because 


for which the company charged its cus-/| after all its right to supply gas south of 
Mr. Pickersgill. 
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the Thames was what he might call a 
damnosa hereditas, It was compelled, as a 
matter of fact, to sell its gas south of the 
Thames at less than cost price, and it 
had been established by evidence that 
while the cost price was 2s. 44d. per one 
thousand feet, the legal charge to the con- 
sumers was only 2s, 2d., and the total loss 
to the company represented something 
like £10,000 per annum. 
of that the Committee recommended that 
power should be given to sell the coni- 
pany’s property south of the Thames to 
the South Metropolitan Gas Company. 
At the present time there was a Bill be- 
fore the House promoted by the last- 
named company with the object of pur- 
chasing such property and rights of 
supply, and if it were carried the Gas 
Light and Coke Company would receive 
a very large capital sum as the result of 
the sale, and it would in consequence be 
placed in possession of sufficient funds for 
the present, and would not require any 
accession of capital. Under these circum- 
stances he thought it was very desirable 
that the House should reject this Bill, and 
he begged to move that it be read a 
second time that day six months. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
knew it was a difficult thing to persuade 
the House to reject a private Bill on the 
Second Reading. But they had an 
example the previous day of the fact that 
the House sometimes did so, and if the 
House was not prepared to exercise its 
functions in matters of this kind it would 
he better to abolish Second Readings 
altogether, and not go through the farce. 
If ever there was a Bill which ought to 
be rejected, the Bill now before the House 
came under that category. He wished to 
give the House two or three points why 
he thought this strong course should be 
adopted. His first point was that this 
Gas Light and Coke Company continually 
flouted Parliament, and paid not the 
slightest attention to any recommenda- 
tions made either by the general law or 
hy Select Committees appointed to con- 
sider the matter of gas. The House 
ought to consider this subject a little 
more seriously than it had done. Only 
last vear a Select Committee on London 
Gas Supply sat for twenty-one days and 
made five recommendations. It was a 
great presumption that the greatest gas 
company in London should come there 
with a Bill in which they took not the 
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| slightest notice of these recommendations. 


The Committee recommended that the 
standard price should be reduced 6d. per 
thousand feet. That was not noticed in 
the Bill. The Committee recommended 


that the company should sell their 
southern area, and that area was not 
sold. The Committee recommended that 


slot meters should be regulated by the 
Board of Trade, and the prices corrected. 
Nothing whatever had been done in that 
direction. Now there were 120,000 of 
those slot meters in the area served hy 
this company, and the company had 
absolutely disregarded the recommenda 
tions of the Select Committee thereanent. 
The general law stated that the precise 
capital sum proposed to be raised should 
he stated in the Bill, but that was not 
done. In fact, this was almost the same 
Bill which was rejected last year. His 
most serious point was that owing to: 
over-capitalisation and mismanagement 
this company was a burden on the whole 
population of London north of — the 
Thames. The price of gas charged south 
of the river was 2s. Id. per 1,000 feet, 
whereas the Gas and Coke Company 
charged 2s. 11d. ; and although they did 
ot 


not charge for meters the excess 

the charge for slot meters counter- 
balanced that. There were two and a 
quarter millions of people in the 
company’s area, and that excess of 
10d. per 1,000 feet meant an extra 


burden on the people of £800,000 per 
annum. He would put it in another 
way. In a business with which he was 
connected they paid £639 last year for 
gas supplied by the Gas and Coke Com- 
pany, whereas if they had been supplied 
by the other company it would have only 
reached £444—that was, there was an 
extra tax of £195 which they were com- 
pelled to pay the former company. It 
might be said that business men could 
take care of themselves, but this monopoly 
pressed on the poor people of London, 
who were the great consumers of gas. 
There were 120,000 consumers by the 
slot, and they had to pay £2 15s. per 
slot or 19s. or £1 per year more than 
they would have to pay if served by the 
company on the other side of the Thames. 
That was a very serious monopoly. All 
legislation in regard to gas had been in 


the direction of reducing the price. Gas. 
was, after all, light, and light was 


a necessity of life. And why should the 
House give a monopoly to a company of 
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a necessity of life / bay would not give a 
monopoly of soap, or candles, or tea, or 
sugar, and why of gas 7 Again, the company 
wanted by the Bill two anda half millions 
of new capital, but that would serve them 
for fourteen or sixteen years. Why on 
earth should Parliament give them power 
to raise capital for the next sixteen years, 
when the company had at present 
£450,000 of unissued capital, and 
£600,000 at the credit of their capital 
account! Again, they could raise 
capital by selling their southern area to 
the South Metropolitan Gas Company, 
which was willing to buy it. He he- 
lieved that the only difference between 
the two companies was in regard to the 
price, and on a fair basis the South Metro- 
politan Gas Company offered the Gas 
Light and Coke Company a million for it 
On all these grounds, he contended that 
the House should not hesitate to reject 
the Bill, and he had great pleasure in 
seconding the motion of his hon. friend. 


Amendment proposed 


“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the | 


end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(Wr. Piekersgill.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, FE.) 
said that if the hon. Member for South 
West Bethnal Green had his way he would 
not allow Londoners to have either gas 
light, electric light, or water ; because he 
came down there consistently, session 
after session—he supposed at the in- 
stigation of his friends the London 
County Council 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: Not in the 
slightest degree ; at the instigation of my 
constituents. 


Mr. BOULNOIS said he had a recol- 
lection, atall events, of the hon. Member 


posing on former occasions on behalf of | 


the London County Council, and it 
might be assumed that he was 
acting for them on that occasion. 
He was not going to follow the hon. 
Member into any “ot the details he had 


placed before the House—details which | 


were expressly for the consideration of 
the Committee upstairs. It was abso- 
lutely impossible for the House to say | 
whether the price charged for gas by aad 


Mr. Lough, 
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Gas Light and Coke Company was too high 
or not. They knew that it was higher than 
the price charged by the South Metropoli- 
tan Company, but there might be plenty 


‘of reasons for that. He agreed with the 


hon. Member for West Islington when 
he said that the House would have to 
take into serious consideration whether it 


was desirable to have Second Readings of 


Private Bills at all, but not for the reason 
he gave, but because the time of the 
House ought not to be taken wp with those 
details, which were for the Committee 
upstairs. The Member for South West 
dethnal Green said that the Bill entirely 
disregarded all the recommendations of 
the Select Committee of last session, but 
he was told that these recommendations 
could not be incorporated into the Bill. 
The hon, Member for West Islington had 
said that the Gas Company had no right to 
ask for powers to raise further capital, 
when that which they already: had was 
sutticient to last for a number of years, 
but it was idle to suppose that they 
would have gone to all the expense of 
promoting this Bill if it had not been 
necessary. The hon. Gentleman had also 
charged the company with frand against 
the poorer classes by the use of the penny- 
in the-slot meters. That charge ought 
not to be made, having regard to the 
fact that that way of supplying gas to 
poor people had created a vast amount of 
satisfaction among them. He had no 
interest in the company either as a share- 
holder or otherwise, but he thought the 
usual course taken in the House in regard 
to industrial companies should not be 
departed from. He hoped the House 
would not support the rejection of the 
Second Reading, 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) disclaimed having any interest 
in the company, either personally or as 
representing his constituency. Never- 
theless, he hoped that the House 
would pause before it rejected all these 
private Bills on Second Reading, unless 
they contravened, and he understood 
they did not, some well-recognised prin- 
ciple on which the House proceeded. It 
was true that a private Bill had been 
rejected on Second Reading on the pre- 
vious evening, but that Bill had also 
been rejected by the Committee upstairs, 
which was not the case with the present 
Bill. The company was prepared to sell 
| its works to the South Metropolitan Gas 











1] 


Co 
has 
wil 
the 


; 


Ha 
Ho 
Bil 
of 
ous 
side 
cas 
det 
deli 
tior 
last 
bee! 
Rey 
a pl 
the 
reco 
the 
be o 
ing 
S 
well 
sup} 
wou 
to t 
and 
com 
chea 
inere 
nece 
set 
view 
thou 
by t 
price 
nort 
crea 
M 
Bill 
large 
ing ¢ 
the 
oppo 
by t] 
the x 
mitte 
and ( 
of C 
in in 
ignor 
niuitte 
punis 
the | 
nortk 




















1193 (rus Light und Coke 


Company, and had made an offer which 
had not been accepted. They were also 
willing to go to arbitration. He hoped 
the Bill would not be rejected. 

Mr. SYDNEY 


Hamlets, 


BUXTON (Tower 
Poplar) agreed that the 
House ought not to throw out a 
3ill on Second Reading on matters 
of detail, but a Committee of the House 
ought to have a full opportunity of con- 
sidering such details. In the present 
case, however, it was not a matter of 
detail. The promoters of the Bill had 
deliberately ignored the five reeommenda- 
tions made by the Committee which sat 
last year; and great dissatisfaction had 
been expressed by that Committee in their 
Report. It was a very strong measure for 
a private company to introduce a Bill to 
the House and not incorporate a single 
recommendation of the Committee. Under 
the circumstances, if Committees were to 
be of any value at all, the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill ought vo be rejected. 


Sm BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Peckham), as a large consumer, 


supported the Bill. He thought the House 
would do well to pass it, having regard 
to the fact that more gas was required, 
and unless their capital was increased the 
company would not be able to supply 
cheaper gas or a larger quantity. The 
increase of the penny-in-the-slot meters 


necessitated considerably more capital to | 


set them up. He disagreed with the 
views of the opponents to the Bill, and 
thought if the company was bought up 
hy the Metropolitan Gas Company the 
prices, so far as the consumers in the 
north were concerned, would be in- 
creased. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) hoped the | 


Bill would be read a second time by a 
large majority. He advocated the pass- 
ing of the Bill entirely in the interest of 
the consumers. With hon. Members 
opposite he shared regret at the disregard 
hy the Gas Light and Coke Company of 
the recommendations of the Select Com- 
mittee. In his opinion the Gas Light 
and Coke Company had treated the House 
of Commons with an absence of respect 
in introducing a Bill which had entirely 
ignored the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee. But he was not so anxious to 


punish the company as he was to mitigate | 
the sufferings of gas consumers in the | 
north of London. 
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was asking for too much capital or not 
was a question of detail which could not 
be adjudicated upon by the House of 
Commons, but should be referred to a 
Committee sitting upstairs. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) expressed a strong and sincere 
hope that the House would reject the 
Bill. As he understood them, the facts 
were simply these: There were two 
large gas companies in this great city, 
one of which practically dealt with the 
north of London, and the other with the 
south. The company in the north 
charged 2s. lld. for that which in the 
south cost only 2s. Id. Some hon. 
Gentleman had said that it could be 
clearly proved that it was just to charge 
2s. 11d. in the north for what 2s. 1d. was 
charged in the south, but no endeavour 
had been made to prove that. It was 
impossible to prove it. The Committee 
of the House of Lords which had rejected 


this Bill recommended that when the 
company came before the House of 
Commons to raise new capital this 


question of the difference of price should 
be raised, and an attempt made to com- 
pel it to reduce its prices to those of the 
South London company. That recom- 
mendation had been absolutely ignored. 
He failed to see how the hon. Member 
for East Islington, who supported a Bill in 
favour of allowing the company to con- 
tinue its excessive rate, could reconcile his 
action with his regard for the interests of 
his constituents. The great argument in 
favour of giving the company additional 
capital was the enormous facilities it gave 
to the poor by the peuny-in-the-slot 
system. He understood, however, that 
those facilities were given by the company 
in the south as well as the company in the 
north of London, with this difference: that 
the company in the south charged 9d. per 
thousand feet of gas, while the company 
in the north charged 1s. 25d. Therefore 
this enormous boon to the working classes 
was afforded at the expense of a difference 
of 54d between one part of London and 
another, with no division between them 
except the river Thames and no dis- 
tinction of circumstances. Whether the 
company required more capital or not, it 
was not justified in coming to that House 
unless it agreed to the recommendation of 
the House of Lords Committee—namely, 
to bring its terms to an equality with 
those of the South London Company. He 
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appealed to the House to take up a firm 


attitude on this question, 


guard one of the highest interests of the, The 


poor by seeing that light 
them on reasonable and fair 
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Question put. 


divided :— Ayes, ~184; 


Oldroyd, Mark 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Penn, John 
Perks, Robert William 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes Newton 
Pilkington Sir G. A.(LanesSW 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Rt.Hn.Sir MatthewW. 
Ritclie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 
Russell, T W. (Tyrone) 
tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M H.(Renfrew 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, a H. (Christehurch) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley,SirHenry M.(Lambeth 
Stevenson, Francis 5. 
Stewart.SirMarkJ. M‘Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


| Strutt, “Hn. Charles Hedley 


Sturt. Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Rt.HnJ.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Watrond, Rt. Hn. S’rWilliamH, 
Ward, Hon. Robert A.(Crewe] 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lte-C]lA C E (‘Taunton) 
W hiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndhain, George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young. Commander (Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-—- 
Mr. Boulnois) and Mr. 
Ranbury. 
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Standing 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baker, Sir John 

Balearres, Lord 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Billson, Alfred 

Bike, Edward 

Bryce. Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton. Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman. Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clark, Dr. G. B. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas Bb. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time and committed. 
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Engledew, Charles John 
Evershed, Sydney 

Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holland, William Henry 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
Leese, Sir J. f. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maddison, red. 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
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Norton, Captain C. Wm. 
(’ Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
(’ Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
() Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
tedmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’! 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Strachey, Edward 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts 
Wilson, Jobn (Govan) 
Wilson.Jos. H.( Middlesbrough 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Pickersgill and Colonel 
Dalbiac. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


the Com- 





HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, & WISHAW 
TRAMWAYS BILL (BY ORDER). 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. LOUGH called the attention of 
the President of the Board of Trade to 
the improved form of the clause dealing 
with the running of workmen’s cars, and 
expressed the hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman would give his assistance to 
the endeavour to put a similar clause in 
any other tramway Bills which might be 
introduced. 


Bill read a second time and committed. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 

‘For conferring further powers on the 
London United Tramways, Limited ; for 
constructing tramways and widening and | 
altering roads in the county of Middlesex ; | 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 





Resolutions reported from 
mittee : 

1. “That, in the case of the Dublin 
Electric Lighting Petition, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with : 
That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 

2, “That, in the case of the Aberdeen 
Corporation Tramways Petition, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with: -That the parties be permitted to. 
proceed with their Bill, provided that the 
powers to construct Tramway No. 6 are 
struck out of the Bill:—That the Com- 
mittee on the Bill do report how far such 
Order has been complied with.” 

3. “That in the case of the Newry, 
Keady, and Tynan Light Railway Petition, 
the Standing Orders ought to be dis- 
pensed with :—That the parties be per- 
mitted to proceed with their Bill, on 
condition that the words in Clause 21 of 
the Bill “or the Urban Council may, if 
they so think fit, include the amount to 
be raised by such rate in the sums to be 
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raised by means of the Newry Town Rate, | 
and such amount shall accordingly be 


and in such case any statutory or other | 
limit of the Newry Town Rate shall not |S 
apply in respect of the amount so to be | 
raised ” shall be struck out of the Bili:— | 
That the Committee on the Bill do Report | 
how far such Order 
with.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 
5 | 


PETITIONS. 
GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (EXEMP- 
TION FROM RATES). 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Greenwich ; and Fulham; to lie upon 
the Table. | 


| 


OFFICERS’ 
BILL. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES 
SUPERANNUATION 


Petitions in favour, from Buntingford ; | 


Ashton - in - Makerfield; and = Middles- | 
brough ; to lie upon the Table. | 
MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. | 


Petitions in favour, from Hartshead ; 
Norton Hill ; Old Mills; Scholes ; Park | 
Lane ; Golborne ; Garswood ; Broad Oak ; | 
New Moss; Hednesford; West Cannock | 
(five); East Cannock (two); Abram ; 
Towneley ; Reedley ; Clifton; Rowley 
Habergham ; Bee Hole ; Hapton Valley 
Ludlow’s Pit; Foxcote Pit ; Writhling- 
ton Pit ; Braysdown Pit : Skelmersdale ; 
Leigh; Plank Lane; Bowers; Glass- 
houghton; Ackton Hall; Kippax; 
Featherstone ; Snydale; Nostell; Oak- 
well; Victoria Rumworth; Pentrich ; 


| 


Carlin How ; Lingdale; Morton ; Staug- | 
how ; Upleatham; Bedworth ; Hucknall 
Torkard ; Dudley ;  Rishton ; Quarry 
Bank ; Haunchwood ; Grassmoor (two) ; 
Home Rule Lodge; Clay Cross (four) ; 
The Avenue ; Langwith ; Hardwick ; 





Shirebrook ; 
Ravenhead ; 


Sheepbridge ; Old Hill; 
Rowley Regis; Eccleston | 
Hall; Bold; Chaloner; Berry Hill; 

Fenton (two); Halmer End ; Mow Cop ; | 
Buttlane Talke ; Norton Green ; Treeton ; | 
Greashorough : Bredbury; Kilburn ; | 
Ripley ; Spa Wood ; Brotton; Skelton | 
Park; Swanwick ; Bumble Hole ; and 
to lie upon the 


Atherstone Collieries ; 
Table. 
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Petition from Whitchurch, 
raised as part of the Newry Town Rate, | tion of Law ; 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
Petitions in favour, from East Notting- 


has been complied | “Old B sastord ; 


| SALE OF 


Petitions in favour, 
| Yeovil : 
| the 
| 


Petition from Bedminster, for declara- 
| tion of the terms of settlement acceptable 
to Great Britain ; 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 


Petition from Blaenavon, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, 
Stirling ; 


Copy 
ites te Day Schools, with Schedule s and 
Appendic es, 
mittee of the Privy Council on Education 
[by Command] ; 


ARMY 


Copy 
the Secretary 
Army Estimates of 1900-1901 fby Com- 


mand] ; 
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RATING OF WOODLANDS. 
for altera- 
to lie upon the Table. 





SUNDAY BILL. 


Tattingstone ; 


and Halling- 


Sawbridgeworth ; 
Nottingham ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

from Northwich ; 
Prescot ; and Colne ; to lie upon 


Table. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR. 


to lie upon the Table. 


BILI 
, alae 





TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


from Buckie; and 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION ACT, 


1888. 


Paper | presented 26th February] to be 
printed. 


| No. 76. | 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (CODE 


1900). 
presented, of Code of Regula- 
by the ‘Lords of the Com- 


to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. 


Copy presented, of Revised Instructions 
issued to Her Majesty’s Inspec rag? and 
applicable to the Code of 1900 [by Com- 
mand] ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


(MEMORANDUM ON ESTI- 
MATES). 

presented, of Memorandum of 

of State relating to the 


to lie upon the Table. 
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IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 


RENTS). 

Copy presented, of Return for the 
month of July, 1899 [hy Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PHARMACY ACTS (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
dated 21st February, 1900, approving of 
a regulation made by the Pharmaceutical 
Society of Ireland [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 21st February, 1900, declaring that 
William Andrews, formerly hall porter 
under the Lunacy Commissioners, was 
appointed without a Civil Service Certiti- 
eate through inadvertence on the part of 
the Head of his Department [hy Act] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC 
ACTS, 1854 TO 1894. 

Copy presented, of Eleventh Annual 
Report of the Railway and Canal Com- 
mission, with Appendix [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. 

Address for * Return showing (1) the 
names of contractors who have been 
struck off the Government list for miscon- 
duct in connection with the sending of 
stores for the use of Her Majesty’s Field 
Force in South Africa; (2) the names of 
the officers no longer employed by the 
Government who passed defective stores 
for the use of Her Majesty’s Field Force 
in South Africa.”—(Mr. Howell.) 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether he will incorporate in the 
Return. particulars showing (1) the names 
of individuals and firms who have fur- 
nished defective stores for the use of Her 
Majesty’s forees in South Africa; (2) 
what were the defective stores in ques- 
tion; (3) in what respect they were 


found to be defective ; and (4) the names | 
of the officers who passed the defective | 


stores. 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


WILLIAMS, Birmingham, $.): The Return 


applied for by the hon. Member for Den- | 
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bigh has already been passed by the 
House unopposed. On behalf of the 
Secretary of State, I consented to the 
Return in that form. It will inelude all 
the information that we could include if 
it had been made in the form my _ hon. 
friend desires. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, Isle 
of Thanet): May I ask whether, when 
the Return is given, it will include the 
names of any officers or officer whether 
employed or not ? As it stands on the 
Paper it will only give the names of 
officers who have ceased to be employed. 
I want the names of all, employed or not. 
I also want the Christian names and sur- 
names of the contractors and the names 
of the directors in the case of companies, 
and the names of every member of a firm, 
so as not to allow any persons to escape 
under the form of a company. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : The 
demand of my right hon. friend is rather 
extensive. If the Return took the form 
in which he has applied for it, it would 
not contain any more information than it 
will contain in the form in which it is 
granted. And for this reason. No limited 
company is concerned at all. There are 
only two contractors, one named Rennell 
and one named Brown, and they are 
private individuals. I do not think any- 
thing would be gained by giving the 
Return in the form asked for by the right 
hon. Gentleman. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Will the 
Christian name of Brown be given ! 

Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Oh, 
certainly. 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—NEWS FROM 
THE FRONT — SURRENDER OF 
GENERAL CRONJE = AND HIS 
FORCE AT PAARDEBERG. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he has any news 
to give to the House from the seat of 
war ! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


“SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL- | 


E.): I believe my hon. friend the Under 
Secretary for War has a telegram to read 
to the House. 
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THE UNDER SECRETARY — or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpHam, 
Dover): We have received the following 
telegram from Lord Roberts 


* From information furnished daily to me by 


my Intelligence Department it became appar- | 


ent that Cronje’s force was becoming more 
depressed and that discontent among the 
troops and discord among the leaders were 
rapidly increasing. 


(COMMONS! 
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| General Cronje is said to have had in his 
| possession ? 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir, there is 
| no information hevond what I have read. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
K.): May I ask the hon. Gentleman 
whether these 3,000 Boers were captured 
by 40,000 British ’ 


* This feeling doubtless was accentuated by | 


the disappointinent caused when the Boer rein- 
foreements which tried to relieve Cronje were 
defeated by our troops cn the 28rd inst. 


* T resolved, therefore, to bring pressure to | 


hearon the enemy. Each night trenches were 
pushed forward towards the enemy's laager so 
as to gradually contract his position, aud at 
the same time I bombarded it heavily with 
artillery, which was yesterday materially 
aided by the arrival of four 6in. howitzers 
which I had ordered up from De Aar. 

In carrying out these measures the captive 
balloon gave great assistance by keeping us 
informed of the dispositions and movements of 
the enemy. 

“At3a.m. to-day a most dashing advance 
made by the Canadian Regiment and some 
Engineers, supported by the Ist Gordon High- 
landers and 2ud Shropshires, resulted in our 
gaining a point some 600 yards nearer the 
enemy and within about 80 yards of his 
trenches, where our men entrenched themselves 
and maintained their positions till morning 
a vallant deed worthy of our colonial comrades, 
and which I am glad to say was attended with 
comparatively slight loss. 

“This apparently clinched matters, for at 
daylight to-day a letter signed by Cronje, in 
which he stated that he surrendered uncondi- 
tionally. was brought to our outposts under a 
flag of truce. 


“In my reply [ told Cronje that he must 
present himself at my camp and that his force 
must come out of their feaner after laying 
down their arms. 

“By 7 aan. LT received General Cronje and 
despatched a telegram to you announcing the 
fact. In the course of conversation he asked 
for kind treatment at our hands, and also that 
his wife, grandson, private secretary, adjutant, 
and servants might accompany him wherever 
he might be sent. I reassured him and told 
him his request would be complied with. 


““T informed him that a General Officer | 


would be sent with him to Cape Town to ensure 
his being treated with proper — en route, 
He will start this afternoon under the charge 
of Major-General Pretyman, who will hand 
him over to the General Commanding at Cape 
Town. 

“The prisoners, who number about 3,000° 
will be formed into commandoes under their 
own officers. ‘They also will leave here to-day, 
reaching Modder River to-morrow, when they 
will be railed to Cape Town in detachments.” 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


Is there any account of the guns which 


| No answer was given. | 
= 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Ten to 


one—a glorious victory indeed ! 


CONTRABAND OF WAR--RIGHT OF 
SEARCH—THE “SABINE.” 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government have admitted 
to the American Government that the 
United States ship “Sabine” was im- 
properly seized, and whether any and 
what compensation is to be paid to the 
United States Government ; and whether 
any, and, if so, what, ships belonging to 
Germany or other Powers were seized 
improperly by the british Government in 
connection with the South African war, 
and what compensation, if any, was 
claimed and will be paid by the British 
Government. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The “Sabine” 
is not an American, but an English ship. 
Papers with regard to the seizure of 
certain German ships will be laid betore 
the House. 


NATIONAL RESERVE OF 
BREADSTUFEFS. 

Mr. SETON-KARR (Lancashire, St. 
Helens): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, in view of the 
present crisis in South Africa and possible 
consequences that may arise therefrom, 
and also in view of the limited amount of 
breadstuffs (wheat and flour) in the 
United Kingdom, Her Majesty’s Govern- 

}ment will now consider the advisability 
of providing a minimum standing reserve 
of at least three months supply of bread- 
stuffs (wheat and flour) in this country as 
a part of our national system of defence. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As my hon. 
friend is aware, the subject of his ques- 
tion has been discussed in this House in 
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debate, and in the form of question and! this country are so anxious to supply 
answer it has been dealt with on other) them with. 
oceasions. I do not know that I can add | ais ee ee 
anything to what has before been said oad . “ YNDHAM : r = military 
from this bench on the subject, nor do [| 2thorities are doing all they can to 
think that the present war throws any Secure the safe arrival of these parcels. 
light, one way or the other, upon the But considering the masses of parcels 
: which have been received, many im- 


pape St He sae, properly packed, many misdirected, and 
Bh). ope. Bs he not a few without any address at all, it 
seoesl — ' oe : is not surprising that a proportion have 
Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- | miscarried. Something would be gained 
mont): I beg to ask the Under Secretary , jf senders would always send their con- 
of State for War whether it is still the  gjonments in wooden eases. 
intention of the Government to despatch ‘i 
the Eighth Division to South Africa ; and, 
if so, how soon it will be sent. | KING'S COUNTY MILITLA. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. It will] M8. PATRICK O'BRIEN: T beg to 
start as soon as the transports are ready. ask the Under sores of State Jor War 
| whether the King’s County Militia, now 
/mustered at Birr, have been ordered to 
WOMEN AND CHILDREN IN BESIEGED | leave Ireland on Friday next ; and, if so, 
TOWNS. | what is their destination; whether the 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil):| men have been asked to volunteer for 
On behalf of the hon. Member for service at the front ; if so, was the ques- 
Merionethshire, I beg to ask the Under tion put to them individually or en muss, 
Secretary of State for War whether the and what time was allowed to them to 
Otticer Commanding in Chief in South consider their replies; whether he ean 
Africa has asked the Presidents of the say what is the full strength of this corps ; 
South African Republic and the Orange and how many, if any, of them have 
Free State to allow women and children volunteered for the front. 
to leave besieged towns ; if not, whether sii ae i 
ke will suggest that such request | Jee w YNDHAM: The battalion is 
mado. not at Birr, but at Woolwich, and is going 
to South Africa. ‘Their volunteering for 
Mr. WYNDHAM: In the case of that service was in accordance with the 
Ladysmith Sir George White made the | usual procedure which has been explained 
vequest last November, but General more than once to the House. The full 
Joubert would only permit them to go to. strength of the corps is 520 all ranks, and 
a special camp four miles out. In the | of these 518 volunteered. 
case of Mafeking no doubt Colonel Baden- 
Powell has made the best arrangements | 
which the enemy would admit. 


MILITARY EQUIPMENT—HELMETS. 
Masor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I beg to 
ae a cee anaes, | ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
PARCELS ec AT THE prsre-ne pee oni oremam sre ee to 
1 : | the tront on Monday last 1n black helmets 
Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg | and whether the War Office propose to 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for provide them with khaki, or will they 
War whether he is aware that parcels not ‘accept khaki helmets from private 
sent by post but in accordance with the | sources: and whether any troops have 
special regulations of the W = Office hitherto been sent out with black head- 
circular to soldiers in. South Africa, and | ,o5) 
forwarded on 25th November, had not °° 
arrived on 29th January, after a delay of = Mr. WYNDHAM: The battalion em- 
nearly nine weeks ; and whether he has | barked with black helmets, which were 
yet arranged that parcels sent to the , provided with khaki covers. Other bat- 
soldiers shall be delivered so that the talions have been treated in the same 
rank and file shall not any longer be | way. This is due to the inability of the 
deprived of those comforts which are too trade to keep pace with the large de- 


heavy to go by post, and which people in | mands for khaki helmets. 
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REGIMENTAL TITLES. 

CoLoNEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that in the list 
of casualties issued from the War Office 
on the 22nd instant mention is made of 
the East Kent Regiment and of the York- 
shire Regiment ; on the 23rd of the Royal 
Highlanders and of the Yorkshire Light 
Infantry ; that all these are secondary 
titles, being placed in brackets in the 
Army List ; and whether he can see his 
way to extend this practice, and use Royal 
Seots Greys in place of 2nd Dragoons ; 
if not, whether he will say by what rule 
the War Office is guided in the use of 
these secondary titles. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: To save time the 
names of the regiments in the casualty 
lists are given as telegraphed. ‘The titles 
to which the hon. and gallant Member 
refers are without exception those which 
appear on pages iv. to ix. of “The 
Monthly Army List.” 


VOLUNTEER MOUNTED INFANTRY— 
EXPENSES. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): [ beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he is in a position to state the 
arrangements the Government propose to 
make with regard to the expenses of 
mounted infantry detachments of Volun- 
teer Corps. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : No, Sir, [am not 
vet in a position to make such a 
statement. 


CIVIL SURGEONS ATTACHED TO THE 
ARMY. 

Sm WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War whether a supple- 
mentary list can be placed in the Army 
List of civil surgeons employed with the 
Army in South Africa; and whether a 
list of the field hospitals, bearer com- 
panies, and general hospitals, employed in 


‘COMMONS! 
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posal in the second paragraph, the changes 
constantly in progress following the dis- 
position of the troops would render it 
quite impossible to keep such a statement 
up to date. 


RESERVE SQUADRONS. 

Masor RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
the reserve squadrons, composed chiefly 
of recruits, are intended for replacing 
casualties in the service squadrons ; and 
if they are converted into service squad- 
rons, as suggested, how will they increase 
the total strength of the cavalry or be in 
a position to supply recruits for the front. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Casualties in the 
service squadrons are replaced from the 
reserve squadrons, but the reserve 


, squadrons are unnecessarily large, and in 


South Africa, can be placed in the Army | 


List after the medical offieers in the Army 
List, showing the names of officers with 
each hospital or company. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not the prac- 


tice to insert the names of civilians 


attached to the Army in the Army List. 
tt would be exceedingly inconvenient to | 
‘lo so, seeing the temporary character of 
their engagement. 


In regard to the pro- 


many cases squadrons for home service 
can be formed from them without unduly 
decreasing the power of the remainder to 
supply drafts. One squadron is 600 
strong. 


MILITIA ARTILLERY EMBODIMENT: 

Stir CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suffolk, 
Sudbury): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for War whether it is 
the intention of the Government to 
embody any of the Militia Artillery ; and 
whether, having regard to the scareity of 
officers in that force, they are prepared 
to offer any inducements to gentlemen to 
apply for commissions. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir, Militia 
artillery will be embodied. There is no. 
difficulty in filling vacancies amongst 


ofticers of embodied regiments. More: 
Army commissions have been given 


recently to Militia artillery and two 
more have been offered to each Militia 
artillery regiment. 


MAINTENANCE OF SOLDIERS’ 
MOTHERS. 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War what provision is made by 
the War Office for the maintenance of the 
mothers of soldiers, especially of recalled 
teserve men, who, through the necessities 
or casualties of military service, may be 
deprived of their sons’ support. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The War Office 


assists a soldier who is not married to: 
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allot a portion of his pay for the benefit 
of his mother. A soldier can also make 
remittances of his savings for the benefit 
of his parents ; no direct grant is made 
from public funds. 


FIRST BATTALION KING'S OWN 

ROYAL LANCASTER REGIMENT. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether it is 
the intention of the military authorities 
to bring from Singapore to England 
the Ist Battalion King’s Own Royal 
Lancaster Regiment, now stationed at 
Singapore, and to relieve it by a 
Madras native infantry regiment : 
whether this battalion has been abroad 
for some years; whether it is com- 
posed of fully-grown and well-seasoned 
and efficient men, well acquainted with 
their officers and with each other, as well 
as being acclimatised to great heat: 
whether such a battalion so acclimatised 
would be especially suited for active 
service in the field, and being so near the 
seat of war, whether it would be both more 
economical and effective to send this regi- 
ment direct to South Africa instead of 
sending out a regiment direct from Eng- 
land: and whether, unless service exi- 
gencies compel, the change from Singapore 
to the English climate, which at this 
season of the year will be trying to the 
health of all ranks, could he avoided. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The answer to the 
first question is in the affirmative. The 
battalion referred to has been five years in 
the Straits Settlements, where the heat is 
not excessive, though the climate is moist 
and enervating. The battalion is efficient, 
and all the men are above twenty 
years of age. It is undesirable to send 
the battalion to South Africa if it can be 
avoided, as another battalion of the same 
regiment is already there. It is not ex- 
pected that the change of climate will 
have an injurious effect on the health of 
the battalion. 


GENERAL LAURIE: Is it not the fact 
that the regiment only went to Singapore 
last August ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : My information is” 


that it has been there five years. 


GENERAL LAURIE: Then that is 
incorrect. 
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CHANNEL ISLANDS MILITIA. 

*Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War what 
is the present position of the Militia of 
Guernsey and of Sark; and whether the 
Jersey Militia are to remain organised as 
they were before the recent ditticulties in 
the other islands arose. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Acts have been 
recently passed by the States of Guernsey 
and Jersey in regard to the Channel 
Islands Militia, and. are at present being 
considered. ) 


GRANTS FOR RIFLE RANGES. 

Sir HARRY BULLARD (Norwich): TF 
beg toask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether any grants of money: 
will be made to assist corporations and 
local authorities to form rifle ranges to 
mect the requirements of the present. 
rifles now in use. 

Mr. WYNDHAM : The whole question 
of rifle ranges is now under consideration,. 
and the suggestion of the hon. Member: 
will not be lost sight of. 


DUNSTABLE RIFLE RANGE. 

Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) :: 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether the War Office: 
has yet come to a decision as to the adop- 
tion of a site for a rifle range at Dunstable, 
a report upon which was made to che 
office some time ago. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
constructing a range at Dunstable has re- 
ceived very careful consideration, but in 
view of the high price of the land and 
the small number of the troops who. 
would use the range, it has been ulti 
mately decided not to proceed further: 
with the range. 


RIFLE RANGES IN CHESHIRE. 

Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 
Under Seeretary of State for War whether, 
as the Chester Rifle Volunteers had last 
year to do their class tiring at Owley 
Wood, at a cost in railway fares of Is. 34d. 
per man, and this year will have to do 
their class firing at Altcar, at a cost in 
railway fares of 1s. 103d. per man, owing 
to the Owley Wood range being unsuited 
for the new firing course under the new 
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regulations, and as, at Delamere on Crown 
property and at Burton Point, both of 
which places are much more convenient 
of access from Chester, there are ranges 
which have been passed by the Inspector 
of Musketry of the North-Western Dis- 
trict, the War Office will take immediate 
steps to utilise one or both of these 
ranges. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Further inquiry 


will be made into the proposed ranges. 


RIFLE RANGES—EXPENDITURE. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lym Regis) : 


+ 


I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
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WELSH COAL. 

Mr. D, A. THOMAS : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether his 
attention has been drawn to a case hear« 
at the Westminster Police Court on 
Tuesday last, where the persons sum- 
moned for creating a smoke nuisance 
alleged that the Government had _pur- 
chased all the Welsh coal; and whether 
the quantity of Welsh coal consumed by 
the Government for all purposes during 
the past six months exceeded three per 
cent. of the total production of coal in the 
South Wales coalfield during that period, 
or five per cent. of the production of 
smokeless coal. 


chequer whether he is aware that in the | 


accounts of the expenditure under the 
Military Works Act, 1897, the account 
of the expenditure for rifle ranges and 
maneuvring ground—-which is estimated 
at a total of £950,000, and in respect of 
which the total expenditure to 31st 
March, 1898, was £354,872 7s. 3d.—con- 
tains no separate items whatever, but 
only the total expenditure as represented 


by the latter sum; whether this item | 


includes expenditure on the purchase of 
land on Salisbury Plain; and whether, 
seeing that the Act requires that these 
accounts shall be delivered in the form 
required by the Treasury, he will require 
that the account of the expenditure in 
respect of rifle ranges and manouvring 
ground for 1898-9 shall be so rendered, 
and with such items and details, as will 
enable the Controller and Auditor 
General and the Parliamentary Accounts 
Committee to which he reports to 
examine the expenditure in question. 
*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): The answer to the two first 
paragraphs of the question is, yes. Full 
details of the expenditure on rifle ranges 
and maneeuvring ground up to 31st March, 
1898, were supplied to the Controller and 
Auditor General at the time; but the 
separate items as to rifle ranges were not 
stated in the account laid before Parlia- 
ment. The details of the Salisbury Plain 
expenditure were laid before Parliament 
in Paper C.9,032 of 1898 ; and more com- 
plete details have been subsequently given 


in two other Returns. The account for , 


*THE SECRETARY tro tHe ADMI- 
| RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, §.): 
My right hon. friend’s attention has not 
been drawn to the case referred to by the 
hon. Member. As to the exact  per- 
centage of Welsh coal consumed by the 
Government, I am not able to give him 
any information. 


NAVY LINOLEUM CONTRACTS. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he will state the thickness of 
linoleum specified for in the case of the 
‘decks of Her Majesty’s ships, and in par- 
ticular for the decks of the torpedo 
flotilla ; and can he state what steps are 
taken by the Admiralty to ensure that 
the linoleum supplied is in accordance 
with the quality for the supply of which 
tenders are invited. 


| *Mr. MACARTNEY: Plain corticine 
or linoleum floorcloth of not less than 
3-16in. in thickness is used for the decks 
of Her Majesty’s ships (including torpedo 
boat destroyers and torpedo boats). The 
contract specification provides that this 
floorcloth shall “ be answerable in every 
respect to the description given in the 
schedule—properly matured, and in point 
of material, make, and finish in every 
respect equal to the samples accepted at 
the time of tendering.” Portions of the 
accepted samples are distributed to the 
dockyards, and deliveries are compared 
with the accepted samples before receipt. 


31st March, 1899, has been presented | 


though not yet circulated. This shows 


all the details of expenditure on rifle ' 
ranges for both years ending 31st March, 


1898, and 31st March, 1899. 


MALTESE LAW COURTS—USE OF THE 
ENGLISH LANGUAGE. 

Mr WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 

| beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
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Colonies whether he is aware that the 
Order in Council, under which the 
Governor of Malta declared under Pro- 
clamation on 22nd March, 1899, that Her 
Majesty’s Government had decided that 
the English language should be substi- 


tuted for the Italian as the language of | 


the Courts of Law in Malta on the expira- 
tion of fifteen years from that date, has 
caused dissatisfaction amongst the elected 
members of the Council of Government 
of Malta as well as amongst the popula- 
tion ; and whether, under these circum- 


stances, he will consider the expediency , 


of taking measures under which the 
Order in Council may be rescinded, or, 
failing this proposal, will he arrange to 
have the Order in Council so modified 
that it will be optional for litigants in the 
Maltese Courts of Law to have trials con- 
ducted in the Italian language when both 
parties to the suit are agreed on this 
course. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY — or 
STATE vor FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) (for Mr. J. 
CHAMBERLAIN): (1) The elected mem- 
hers of the Council expressed their dis- 
satisfaction, but I have no reason to 
suppose that there is any widespread 
feeling among the population of Malta. 
(2) Lam not prepared to alter my 
decision in the matter, but I may point 
out that the announcement is only to 
take effect in fifteen years, and if it is 


then found that the convenience of the | 


people will be served by allowing the 
joint use of Italian, the matter might 
reasonably be reconsidered at that date. 


RUSSIAN LOAN TO PERSIA. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the recently 
announced Russian loan to Persia was 
concluded between Russia and Persia with 
the knowledge of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment ; and whether Her Majesty’s 
Government have taken any, and, if so, 
what action in the matter. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the negative. No 
statement can be made as regards action 
by Her Majesty’s Government in regard | 
to such a matter. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: Was an offer 
made on our part to guarantee the loan ? 


¥ : 
[No answer was given, | 
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| FOREIGN TRAWLERS IN THE MORAY 
FIRTH. 

Mr. WEIR: [ beg to-ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is aware that during the year 
1898-9 fifty-five trawlers of various 
nationalities—namely, German twenty- 
two, Belgian ten, Danish eight, French five, 
Dutch four, Norwegian three, wereobserved 
by Fishery Board cruisers working in the 
Moray Firth, showing an increase of 
twenty-three on the previous year ; and 
in view of the fact that the Moray Firth has 
been closed against British trawlers for 
the purpose of protecting the fishing 
industry and augmenting our _ fish 
supplies, will he consider the expediency 
of communicating with the signatories to 
the North Sea convention, with a view 
to the Moray Firth being closed 
against foreign as well as against British 
trawlers. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The facts are as 
stated in the question. The importance 
of protecting the Moray Firth against 
trawlers of any nationality fully 
realised, and will not be lost sight of in 
any negotiations which may take place. 


(Questions. 


is 


MAURITIUS—EMPLOYMENT OF 
AFRICAN NATIVE TROOPS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, in 
view of the recent serious outbreak in the 
Mauritius amongst the native troops 
drawn from the Yao and Atonga tribes of 
British Central Africa, will he consider 
the advisability of replacing these troops 
by Cape Boys, Zulus, or other natives 
amenable to discipline. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: There is no inten- 
tion of sending to Mauritius troops of 
the description named by the hon. 
Member. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he will state the number of native troops 
sent to Mauritius from the British Central 
Africa Protectorate last year, the date on 
which they were despatched, and with 
what rifle they were armed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The 2nd Battalion 
British Central African Rifles, consisting of 
917 ailranks, embarked at Chinde on 22nd 
June, 1899, for Mauritius. They are 


‘armed with Martini-Enfields. 


2U 
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SAMOA. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether, in view of the 
exchange of ratifications of the Anglo- 


German Convention, he can now give an | 


indication of the future governing 
arrangements in Samoa; and whether 
the Foreign Office has any information 
us to the position to be occupied by 
Mataafa. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No communica- 
cion has been received from the German 
Government in regard to the future 
arrangements for the government of 
Samoa, beyond the fact that Dr. Self, 
who has been for some time past Presi- 
dent of the Municipal Council at Apia, 
has been appointed Governor of the 
Samoan Islands assigned to Germany. The 
reply to the second portion of the ques- 
tion is in the negative. As the hon. 
Member is aware, the trading rights of 
British subjects are fully maintained 
by the treaty. 


CONGO FREE STATE—TRIBUTE 
EXTORTED BY MURDER. 
*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
representations have been made to Her 
Majesty's Government by. the American 
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inquiry into or address official representa- 
tions to the Congo State Government on 
| the subject. 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE 
REGULATIONS. 
| Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.): I beg to 
_ ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether the area scheduled in 
Bedfordshire, in consequence of the out- 
break of foot and mouth disease, is 
smaller than the area scheduled in Nor- 
folk and Suffolk ; and, if so, whether 
the Norfolk and Suffolk:area may be at 
once reduced to the dimensions of that 
scheduled in Bedfordshire. 


*THeE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby) : The Bedfordshire 
scheduled district is somewhat smaller 
than that declared in Norfolk and Suf. 
folk, but in the latter case the cireum- 
stances rendered it much more probable 
that the disease had extended locally, and 
this view has been confirmed by what 
has since occurred. The result of the 
contraction of the district would be to 
enable markets to be held and stock 
moved freely over the country out of the 
area from which the restrictions were 
withdrawn, and I do not consider that 
this could be allowed consistently with 
safety against the spread of the disease. 


missionaries, by Mr. Sheppard or others | 


in the Congo Free State, as to the 


murders and mutilations committed by | 


the cannibal tribes under the Congo 


Free State flag, and with the alleged con- | 


nivance of the state officials, in order to 
extort tribute, and attested by American 
eye witnesses ; whether any inquiry has 
been or will be made ; and whether Her 
Majesty's Government will make repre- 
sentations to the Belgian Government, 
under the provisions of any of the several 
treaties regulating the affairs of the 
Congo to which Great Britain and 
Belgium are parties, with a view to the 
better prevention of such atrocities and 
the punishment of those concerned in 
them. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No representations 
have been made to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment on this subject. Any representa- 
tions by American citizens would 
naturally be made through their own 
Government. Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment do not propose to institute an 


| PATENT LAWS—DEPARTMENTAL. 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr. CAWLEY (Laneashire, Prest 
wich) : I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he has appointed 
a Departmental Committee to inquire into 
the facilities granted to inventors under 
the Patent Laws ; and, if so, whether he 

_ will state the constitution of and the terms 
of reference to such Committee, and, in 
| particular, whether the Committee is to 
inquire into the operation of Section 22: 


of the Patent Act, 1883, with regard to: 


the powers of the Board of Trade to grant 
‘compulsory licences to work patents of 
which the public are being denied the 
due advantages. 


THE PRESIDENT or tue BOARD: 


or TRADE (Mr. Ritcure, Croydon) : I 
‘answered a similar question put by the 
‘hon. Member for Dundee on the 20th of 


this month,* but I have no objection to 





* See page 579 of. this volume. 
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repeating my reply. The Committee now 
sitting were appointed to consider various 
suggestions which have been made for de- 
veloping the benefits afforded by the 
Patent Office to inventors, and is simply 
examining questions connected with the 
publications of the Patent Office. The 
importance of such an inquiry as the hon. 
Member contemplates is fully recognised 
by me, and the matter is receiving my 
careful consideration. [ am unable to 
make any statement at present. 


A.B. SEAMEN—PROOF OF QUALI- 
FICATION. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
lrough): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he is aware that 
the superintendents and deputy super- 
intendents of mercantile marine offices in 
ports at which they are situate are per- 
mitting seamen to be engaged on British 
vessels as “able-seamen,” without such 
persons having previously produced forms 
of discharge proving their title to be 
rated as “ able-bodied ” seamen in accord- 
ance with Section 126 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894 ; whether he is aware 
that the letters “N.P.” (meaning “not 
proven”) are generally endorsed upon the 
ship’s articles, opposite their names ; 
whether instructions have been issued to 
superintendents to act in this manner : 
and whether he can state any section of 
the Merchant Shipping Act which 
empowers the President of the Board of 
Trade, or any other official, to override 
the express stipulation of section 126 of 
the Merchant Shipping Act, which pro- 
vides that a man shall not be entitled 
to be rated as able seaman unless he can 
prove not less than four years’ sea service 
hefore the mast. 

Mr. RITCHIE: I can only repeat the 
answer I gave toa similar question two 
years ago— 


“The superintendents of Mercantile Marine | 


Offices are instructed before entering a seamen 
as an ‘A.B.’ in any agreement to ask for 
proof of his qualification to be so rated ; and 
the Board of Trade have no reason to think 
that they neglect this duty. If proof is not 
given the letters ‘N.P.’ are placed against 
the seaman’s name, but the Board of Trade 
are advised that they have no power to 
decline to allow a man to be shipped as A.B. 
because he cannot prove the requisite service.” 


There is no question of over-riding the 
provisions of the Act. 
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RELIGIOUS MINISTRATION IN 
WORKHOUSES. 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, whether his attention 
has been called to a statement that in 
184 workhouses in England and Wales 
no chaplain or religious instructor of any 
kind is appointed by the guardians ; 
whether this isin conformity with Article 
153 of the General Order of the Poor 
Law Board of 1847 ; and what steps he 
intends to take in order to enforce 

obedience to the law. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. 
CHAPLIN, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I am 
aware of the statement referred to in the 
first paragraph of the Question. The 
article referred to in the second paragraph 
contemplates the appointment of a paid 
chaplain by the Guardians. But as | 
stated in the House on the 2nd June last,* 
the requirement has never been enforced 
by legal process since 1867, In cases 
where there is no paid chaplain, either 
the inmates have full permission to 
attend divine service outside the work- 
house, or we have endeavoured so to 
arrange that divine service is usually per 
formed voluntarily by the vicar of the 
parish ora neighbouring clergyman. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): 
Could not the appointment of chaplains be 
facilitated in some localities if the appoint- 
ment of Nonconformist ministers as 
instructors were permitted, so that the 
views of all denominations might be 
equally provided for ? 


[No answer was given. | 


TRANSMISSION OF PRESS MESSAGES. 


Str J. LENG (Dundee): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
his attention has been called to an 
alleged Report of a Departmental Com- 
mittee to inquire into the work of tele- 
graphists and their supervisors, dated 4th 
May, 1894, recently published ; whether 
the practice had been, as there set forth, 
to complete the transcription of press mes- 
sages within ten minutes of their receipt 
at the instrument, any time in excess of 
ten minutes having been regarded as 
undue delay; whether the Committee 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 


Series], Vol. Ixxii., page 278. 
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reported that in the public interest the 
demand for so expeditious a transcription 
of press messages should be resisted, and 
that the superintending officers should he 
given to understand that, if on the con- 
tinuous transmission of a considerable 
amount of news as much as half an hour 
is occupied in its transcription, they will 
not be held to blame; and whether the 
advice given in that Report is still being 
acted upon. 

THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanseury, Pres- 
ton): The Report referred to was conti- 
dential. Some years ago, when the speed 
of transmission by the Wheatstone tele- 
graph instrument was 100 words a minute, 
it took forty minutes to transmit 4,000 
words of news ; and, if the transcription 
began with the arrival of the first word 
of the message, the transcribers were 
expected to finish their work in_ fifty 
minutes, that is, ten minutes after the last 
word was received. At the present time 
it is possible to work the Wheatstone 
instrument at the rate of 400 words a 
minute, and thus to transmit a message of 
the same length in ten minutes; but it is 
obviously impossible for the transcribers to 
keep pace with this high speed, and if they 
take thirty minutes to complete the tran- 
scription after the receipt of the last word 
they still do the work ten minutes quicker 
than before, the comparison being between 
a total period of forty minutes and a total 
period of fifty. 


EASTERN TELEGRAPH COMPANY 
SUBSIDIES. 

*Sirn EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he would state the amount of subsidies 
paid during 1598-9 to the Eastern 
Telegraph Company by the Imperial and 
Colonial Governments. 


Mr. HANBURY: I presume that the 
hon. Member refers not to the Eastern 
felegraph Company alone, but to the 
group of which it forms the centre. From 
Imperial funds £19,000 was paid in 
1898-9 to the African Direct Telegraph 
Company and £63,000 to the Eastern 
and South African Telegraph Company, 
but £18,000 was repaid to the Exchequer 
in respect of the latter subsidy (£10,000 
from India, £7,000 from Mauritius, and 
£1,000 from Seychelles), and £5,000 in 
respect of the former (from various West 
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African Colonies). From Colonial funds 
£15,000 was paid to the Eastern and 
South African Telegraph Company by 
the Cape Government, and £5,000 was 
paid to the same company by the Natal 
Government. £52,400 was paid by 
Australasian Governments to the Eastern 
Extension Telegraph Company in respect 
of the duplicate cable subsidy (which 
finally ceased in October, 1899) and 
£4,200 in respect of the Tasmanian Cable 
subsidy, besides a payment of £2,632 on 
a traffic guarantee for New Zealand 
cables which can hardly be reckoned as 
a subsidy. I understand also that the 
Government of the Straits Settlements 
paid £400 to the Eastern Extension Com- 
pany in respect of a telegraph to Malacea. 


LONGFORD POSTMEN’S LUTIES. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): | 
heg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he has yet received the report of 
the inspector into the hours of employ 
ment in Longford ‘post office ; whether 
the hours of the men are alternately from 
3pm. to 3am, including a night de- 
livery, which could be done by the 
auxiliary postman as well as the per- 
manent staff; and will he see that the 
auxiliary man is therefore appointed. 


Mr. HANBURY : No postman, it ap- 
pears, attends from 3 p.m. to 3a.m. An 
auxiliary postman could not be employed 
on the last delivery without reducing the 
average attendance of the two established 
postmen to less than a full duty, but the 
attendance of one of the established 
postmen will be readjusted so as to give 
him a longer interval off duty. 


TULLYHOGUE POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General. 
whether he has received a copy of a 
resolution unanimously agreed to by the 
Cookstown Board of Guardians at a 
special meeting held on the 10th inst., 
complaining of the inadequate postal 
arrangements existing in Tullyhogue, and 
pointing out that the foot post leaves 
Tullyhogue at 8.30 a.m., over 24 hours 
before the arrival of the next mail for 
Stewartstown, where the letters lie for 
6 hours, namely, till 4.20 p.m, and 


|requesting that the departure of the 
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foot post from Tullyhogue may be 
delayed for 5} hours, till 2 p.m., thereby 
giving 3} hours for answering letters and 
still leaving a margin of half an hour : and 
can he state whether the wishes of the 
people of Cookstown Union as voiced by 
their representatives will be acceded to. 


Mr. HANBURY : The despatch of the 


post from Tullyhogue is already under 


inquiry. The result shall be communi- 
cated to the hon, Member as soon as 
possible. 

EVICTIONS IN) WEST CAVAN. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: [ beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he ean state 
the number of evictions which took place 
under the 7th section of the Land Act of 
1887 in the county of Cavan, west divi- 
sion; how many evictions were fully 
carried out; and in how many 
settlements were effected: and can he 
hold out any hope for the repeal of this 
section, 


cases 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON,  London- 
derry, N.) (for Mr. G. W. BALFour): The 
official statistics-of evictions are made up 
in respect of constabulary districts and 
geographical counties, and not according 
to Parliamentary divisions. The number 
of evietion notices served under Section 7 
ot the Land Act of 1887 in the whole 
County Cavan between the passing of 
that Act and the 3lst December, 1699, a 
period of over twelve years, was 3,577. 
But the number of tenants and sub- 
tenants who were actually evicted in the 
same period and not re-admitted as care- 
takers or tenants on the date of eviction 
was only 245, that is to say, a yearly 
average of about 20. The police have no 
records to show what has been done in 
the 3,332 cases in which the service of 
notices under Section 7 was not followed 
hy actual eviction, though it may be 
assumed that in the great majority of 
these cases settlements were arrived at 
between landlord and tenant. I cannot 
hold out any hope for the repeal of the 
enactment referred to. 


DUNGANNON SCHOOL ESTATE RENTS. 

Mr. DOOGAN: I beg to ask the Chief | 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 
Ireland whether he is aware that Joseph | 
Magennis, of Derrytrisk, who is a tenant | 
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; brutally murdered. 
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on the Dungannon School Estate, entered 
the Land Court to have a fair rent fixed 
sixteen months ago, and, notwithstanding 
the fact that during that time the Sub- 
Commissioners sat three times in Dun- 
gaunon, and will soon sit again, his case 
has not yet been listed for hearing ; and 
whether he will inquire into the cause of 
the delay, and take steps to expedite the 
proceedings. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALrouR): An application to fix a fair 
rent was lodged on behalf of the tenant 
named in the question in December, 
1898. The case will appear, | am in- 
formed, on the next list to be issued con- 
taining cases from this district. 


IRISH POOR LAW GRANTS. 

Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland with reference to 
the contributory poor law unions, 
whether the refund from the excise and 
customs duties is about to cease ; and, if 
so, whether an equal grant will be made 
from some other source to those unions 
that decide to remain contributory, and 


to the others that may become contri- 
butory. 
Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 


BALFour) : I replied yesterday to a ques- 
tion put to me on the same subject by the 
hon. Member for West Cavan, and to that 
reply, to which I have nothing to add, | 
would refer the hon. Gentleman. 


MURDER OF MR. BIRD AT BANTRY. 
Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON  (Bel- 
fast, S.): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney 


General for Ireland if he can give any 
particulars of the murder of Mr. William 
Bird, J.P., on Saturday last, at Bantry ; 
whether any recent occurrences in the 
neighbourhood had been of a disturbing 
character ; and whether any arrests have 
been made of persons suspected of being 
concerned with the murder. 


Mr. ATKINSON: A police report of 
this occurrence has now reached me, and 
the facts, I very much regret to say, 
point to the conelusion that Mr. Bird was 
The deceased gentle- 
man was found lying dead on the floor of 
his rent-office in Bantry, where he had 
heen collecting rents, shortly after two 
o'clock in the afternoon of Saturday last. 
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There were three bullet wounds in his 
body—one in the heart, another in the 
back of the head, and the third in the 
upper part of his right arm. One arrest 
has been made by the police, but I could 
not answer the second paragraph without 
disclosing matters which might furnish 
clues to the police as to the perpetrators 
of the crime. 


COUNTY LONGFORD LAND APPEALS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he is aware that in consequence of the 
refusal of the Land Commissioners to sit 
in Longford for the hearing of 176 County 
Longford cases, a number of people will 
be put to the trouble and expense of 
going to Mullingar, a county town of 
another county, thirty miles distant from 
Longford; and whether he can see his 
way to making a representation to the 
Chief Commissioner, with a view to the 
venue being changed. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I have already in- 
formed the hon. Member, in answer to a 
similar question, that the Land Commis- 
sioners state they duly considered all the 
circumstances of these cases, and have 
fixed the place of sitting to suit the 
general convenience of the suitors. 


BALTINGLASS DISTRICT COUNCIL 
LABOURERS’ COTTAGES. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): [beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the Baltinglass Rural 
District Council made an improvement 
scheme for thirty-five labourers’ cottages, 
of which only ten were passed hy the 
inspector, Mr. Wilson Lynch; and 
whether, the inquiry having been held on 
the day of the fairs at Baltinglass and 
Castledermot, when the local councillors 


could not attend, he will accede to the. 


request of the Baltinglass District Council 
to order a supplemental inquiry into the 
proposed improvement scheme. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The answer to the 
first paragraph is in theaftirmative. The 
Local Government Board are unable to 
say whether the local councillors were 
engaged at the fairs mentioned on the 
day of inquiry, but their presence at the 
inquiry was not absolutely essential, as 
the evidence of the labourers, the sanitary 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 1224 


officers, or the relieving officers, is usually 
quite sufficient to prove the necessity for 
the erection of cottages, if such necessity 
really exists. Public notice of the time 
and place of the inquiry was duly given, 
and the Board cannot now accept further 
evidence upon this scheme. If the council 
consider that a case can still be made for 
any of the cottages rejected by the inspee- 
for, they must include them in their next 
scheme. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT 
CASE OF PATRICK KAVANAGH. 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: T beg to 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 

that a man named Patrick Kavanagh, of 

Furzyditch, County Wicklow, was, by 

order of the Vice Chancellor of Ireland, 

detained in prison for contempt of court 
during the period of one year and 

days; that at the end of that time he 
was transferred from Kilmainham Gaol 
to the Richmond (Dublin) Lunatie Asylum, 
and that he is still in the Richmond 

Lunatic Asylum; whether during his 

incarceration he was examined, and how 

often, as to his health and mental con- 
dition by a physician experienced in 
mental diseases ; and at what time during 

Kavanagh’s detention of a year and 237 

days was he found to be of unsound 

mind ; and what offence did he commit in 
contempt of the Court of Chancery. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The facts are 
correctly stated in the first paragraph. 
Kavanagh was the defendant in a suit in 
the Court of Chancery, in which a certain 
holding of his was sold and purchased hy 
a man named Delahunt, who obtained 
possession from the sheriff. Kavanagh’s 
contempt consisted in interfering with the 


‘sheriff in giving possession to Delahunt, 
disturbing Delahunt in the possession of 


the holding, and retaking possession from 
him. During the period of Kavanagh's 
imprisonment he was frequently examined 
by the medical officer of the prison, the 
late Dr. Carte, a physician of experience 
in mental and bodily disease. He was 
also examined by Mr. Woodhouse, the 
medical member of the Prisons Board. 
During the last six months of his imprison- 
ment he was under special observation. 
His manner in prison was always peculiar, 
but there was little change in it until 
within a short time of his removal, and 
he was found to be of unsound mind 
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seven days before his admission to the 
asylum. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
May I ask whether the Government in- 
tend to deal in any way with a tate of 
the law by which a man who has not 
committed any offence except contempt 
of court can be kept in prison for two 
years without any trial, and at the end 
of that time be discovered to be a 
lunatic. 


| No answer was given. | 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: This seems 
to be a reasonable question arising out of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s answer. I do 
not think it is right he should be quite so 
discourteous. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I had no intention 
to be discourteous, but this is a question 
that should obviously be addressed to 
the First Lord of the Treasury. So far 
as | know there is no intention to change 
the law. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Then I ad- 
dress the question to the First Lord of 
the Treasury. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: I understand 
this question arises out of one on the 
Paper. I have not seen the question on 
the Paper, aud I knew nothing of the 
matter until I heard the answer just 
given. I have often heard, both here and 
in Ireland, comments on the law of com- 
mitment to prison for contempt of 
court, but I am certainly not in a position 
to promise any legislation on the subject 
at the present time. 

COURT APPEAL—STATE 
BUSINESS. 

Sm R. T. REID (Dumfries): IL beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether any steps will be taken by the 
frovernment to relieve the pressure of 
business in the Court of Appeal. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Lord 


Chancellor has this subject under his con- 
sideration. 


OF OF 


DEER FOREST RETURNS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is | 
aware that the Crown Agent for Scotland | 
experienced considerable difficulty in pre- | 
paring the Deer Forest Return, No. 346, 
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the House. 


‘dated 8th August, 1899, owing to the 
lack of accurate information in regard to 
the area of deer fovests in the Highland 
crofting counties; and will he, with a 
view to remedying this difficulty, con- 
sider the expediency of introducing legis- 
lation such as will admit of the form of 
Return, headed “ Valuation of Lands and 
Heritages (Scotland),” being provided 
with a column in which owners or tenants 
of deer forests will be required to state 
the names and acreage of each forest in 
their possession or occupation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The informa- 
tion lately issued is believed to be 
approximately accurate. There is no 
difficulty in obtaining it, although much 
labour is involved. The answer to the 
second paragraph is in the negative. 


Mr. WEIR: In consequence of the 
very unsatisfactory reply of the right 
‘bon. Gentleman to the first part of the 
question, I beg to give notice [ shall call 
attention to the matter at the earliest 
. opportunity. 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say what 
business will be taken on Thursday and 
Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The business 
on Thursday and Friday will be financial 
business. Probably the Navy Estimates 
will be proceeded with. 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (ASH 
WEDNESDAY). 

Motion made and Question proposed, 

“That this House do meet ‘To-morrow at 

Two of the clock.” -(M/r. .4. J. Balfour.) 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield): I could furnish 
half-a-dozen good and sufficient reasons 
why the House should not adopt the 
antiquated motion just proposed by the 
First Lord; but I shall name only two. 
One is based upon the absurdity of the 
plea urged in its favour, namely, that it 


_ affords an opportunity for going to church 
-on Ash Wednesday, whereas everybody 


knows that nobody wants to go to church, 
and that if any Member does want he is 
free to go, without endeavouring to pre- 
vent others attending this House, where 
, they consider their duty lies, The second 





1227 Sittings of 
is a more practical reason, to-morrow the 
first Order of the Day happening to be the | 
Mines (Eight Hours) Bill. Last session 
its promoters were unfortunate in the 
ballot, and the Bill could not be discussed, 
but this year they seemed to have obtained 
a good place, and to have a prospect of a 
division. This motion will, however, 
deprive them of two hours, and may even 
deprive them of a division, except as the 
result of that odious expedient the 
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closure. A large number of my con- 
stituents are deeply interested in the 
Bill, and will be both disappointed and 


disgusted if, as the result of this motion, 


two hours are frittered away and no pro- 
gress is made. 


Question put. 


The House divided : ~Ayes, 223 ; Noes, 
109, (Division List No. +3.) 


Aird, John 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh ©. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Jalearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manelrr) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Erederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
3emrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Capt. H.F.( Middlesex 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Bra-sey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, R. F, (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dorington Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Drucker, A. 


AYES. 


Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Engledew, Charles John 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ (Maneh’r 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne 
Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


Foster, Sir M. (London Univ.) | 1 red 
| Macartney, W. G. Ellison 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gantit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnGJ(St.George’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


' Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 
Hanbary, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Staffs 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnson-Ferguson,Jabez Edw. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Knowles, Leex 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-(eneral 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw nsex 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.Charles‘V( Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Franeis William 
Lowther, Rc. Hon. James( Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell. William 
Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool! 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’gh W.} 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, [an 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mellor, Rt. Hon.J. W. (Yorks.) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Thiogmorton 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. John 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu,Hon.J.Scott (Hants. 
Montagu, SirS. (Whitechapel 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, (:eorge Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt in. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Newdigate,Francis Alexande! 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlingt 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 


' Pierpoint, Robert 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


Joicey, Sir James 
Kenyon, James 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Pilkington, R.(Lanes., Newton. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


_ Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, SirThos.( Hartlep’] 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. ( Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edw: . Albert 
Savory, Sir Jose 

Seeley, Charles Bitton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, WilliamjKdward T. 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead ) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 
sarlow, John Emmott 
Bavley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 
Blake, Edward 
Bryce, Rt. Hon, James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 
Crilly, Daniel 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 
Dunn, Sir William 
Ellis, John Edward 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(South’ton 








eee Sydney 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 


NEW 


WAGES BOARDS. 


BILLS. 
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Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William (Derbys. ) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Sine lair, Capt. John(Forfarsh’ e 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Spencer, Ernest 


| Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 


Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Tagveart 
Stirline-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


NOES. 


Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Foster, Sir W alter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hogan, James Francis 
Holland, William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur (. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, D. Brymimor (Swansea) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 

Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHn.SirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Laws son,Sir W —_ (Cumb'?Pd) 

Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 

Leng, Sir yl 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyeli, Sir Leonard 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 

Morley, Re. Hon. J. (Montrose 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 

Moulton, John Fletcher 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
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Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-L. ) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,.Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 
Young,Comimander (Berks, E. ) 


AYES—— 
and 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Sir William Walrond 
Mr. Anstruther. 


(Connor, Jas.(Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(Lane.S.W 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
tedmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T.. 
Wason, Eugene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George(Stockport) 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson, se (Govan) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Carvell Williams and 
Mr. Maddison. 


WAGES BOARDS BILL. 
“To provide for the establishment of 


Wages 
| first time ; 
Ki hursday, 
[Bill 102. ] 


Bill to provide for the establishment 


of Wages Boards, ordered to be brought 


in by Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. 
Mr. M‘Kenna, Mr. 


Trevelyan. 


Tennant, 


John Burns, 
and Mr. 


Boards,” 
to be read a second time upon 
5th April, and to be printed. 


PARLIAMENTARY 
(MARINERS’ VOTES). 


Bill to enable officers and seamen of the 


presented, and read the 


ELECTIONS 


Royal Navy and Mercantile Marine and. 
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fishermen to record their Votes when by | 


reason of their calling they will be at sea 
on the day of the poll, ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Cameron Gull, Sir Elhott 
Lees, Sir Thomas Richardson, Sir John 
Colomb, Captain Phillpotts, and Myr. 
Joseph A. Pease. 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS 
(MARINERS VOTES) BILL. 

“To enable officers and seamen of the 
Royal Navy and Mercantile Marine and 
fishermen to record their Votes when by 
reason of their calling they will be at sea 
on the day of the poll,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 4th April, and to 
be printed. [Bill 103.] 


SUPPLY COMMITTEE (NAVY 
ESTIMATES). 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [26th February], 
“That Mr. Deputy Speaker do now leave 
the Chair.” 


(Juestion again proposed. 
Debate resumed, 


*Str JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): This Vote is for twenty- 
seven millions, which is over 24 per 
cent. of the revenue of the United 
Kingdom. In relation to the revenue of 
the United Kingdom the percentage of 
naval expenditure is always rising, 
ut it does not rise in the same 
<legree with the aggregate rapidly 
expanding revenue of the whole Empire. 
The aggregate revenue of the outlying 
portions of the Empire is now one hundred 
and fifty millions, while the contribution 
from those parts of the Empire to our 
naval expenditure is represented by only 
a few score thousands of pounds. Turning 
to the Estimate itself, I notice that there 
is a decrease for guns of £18,700, and for 
torpedoes and gun-cotton of £27,670. I 
«lid not understand my right hon. friend 
the First Lord of the Admiralty last 
night to give any information to the 
House as to the reserve of guns, and this 
isan important matter in view of the 
dlecreases to which I have called attention. 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman will 


tell us more about it. On the other | 


hand, there is an increase of £216,000 


for non-effective services, and I think | 
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that too requires some explanation. Of 
course, the reserve of guns must be regu- 
lated by the number of guns required and 
also by the life of guns. I believe the 
life of a 4°7-inch gun is about 800 rounds, 
and I should like to have some information 
as to the estimated number of ordinary 
rounds fired from these guns, because it 
affects the question of the reserve of guns, 
As regards ships we are told that we 
have reached the limit of our present 
producing power, and now, therefore, to 
talk about whether we have sufficient 
ships would be to enter on an academic 
question, seeing that we could not if 
we wished build more rapidly than 
we nowdo. In regard to this, 1 wish to 
know if the First Lord can give us any 
information as to what foreign nations 
are doing in order to increase their power 
of ship output. It is no use oar having a 
standard on which we rely for the future if 
the output power of foreign countries is 
increasing at greater rate than our own. 
Next I come to the question of works, and 
I want to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
what has become of Wei-hai-wei! Last 
vear £4,500 was appropriated to be ex- 
pended there by the Admiralty, quite 
apart from the War Office expenditure, 
about which we know nothing. I should 
he glad to know why that £4,500 was 
not spent. I hope it is because the 
Admiralty are coming to their senses over 
it; but I cannot, I fear, arrive at that con- 
clusion, for the reason that this year 
there is an estimated expenditure put down 
of £13,000. Can my right hon. friend tell 
me what the War Office is doing in 
the matter? [repeat to-day what I have 
said in this House on many previous 
occasions—-Wei-hai-wei will be a source 
of Naval weakness and danger if not made 
another Gibraltar, and I protest against 
incurring the uncalled for expenditure 
necessary to make it a Gibraltar. In reply 
toa question the First Lord told us that the 
First Sea Lord was responsible for Naval 
strategy, and he added that he was one 
of the hardest worked men in the Empire. 
I wish to know whether considerations 
affecting the Naval strategy of the Empire 
are matters to which the First Sea Lord 
can only attend when he has spare time 
from those routine duties which make him 
the hardest worked man in the Empire. 
I should further like to know whether 
the views of the Naval strategists of the 
Empire had over-ruled those of the War 
Office and Royal Engineers, or whether 
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the reverse has been the case in relation | tion of the personnel lies a much bigger 


to Wei-hai-wei. As regards sea trans- 
port I most cordially join in the applause 
so well earned by all the officials of that 
department of the Admiralty which has 
had the conduct of the work of trans- 
porting our troops to South Africa. I 
think they deserve all praise. They have 
worked like slaves in a most indefatigable 
manner, and the results are greatly to 
their credit. It would, perhaps, be 
premature to say much more about our 
transports. We know we cannot exer- 
cise our military power without trans- 
ports. They are the necessary comple- 
ment to our land forces, and = we 
ought, therefore, not to crow too much 
what we have done in this 
matter. Spain, with one-seventeenth 
of the british mercantile marine, 
placed and maintained in Cuba 200,000 
men, and the United States, with only 
one-fourteenth of otir mercantile marine, 


over 


sent out two large over-sea — expe- 
ditions, simultaneously, one to the 
Philippines and the other to Cuba. 


Nevertheless great credit is due to our 
naval officials. In the First Lord of the 
Admiralty’s statement there is a general 
paragraph dealing with marine forces. 
The chief feature of observations in his 
statement as to the force maintained under 
the Admiralty, which is equivalent to 


twenty batteries of Royal Artillery 
and fourteen battalions of the Line 
at war strength, is quite orthodox. 
We are told the size of these men, 
but nothing was said about their 
elaborate training. We are told that 


they are each, on the Ist of April, 
to have a_ pair of canvas 
I would like to ask if this question 
of height and of canvas shoes is of 


really so much importance, and suggest , 


next time he will have the men weighed, 
so as to ascertain their tonnage, and then 
the right hon. Gentleman can tell the 
House how many tons of artillery and 
infantry marines we have. I now come 
to consider the broader question of the 
personnel of the Navy. 
the proper time to consider _ this 
matter now, when in the output of ships 
we cannot keep pace with the require- 
ments of the nation. The personnel is 
extremely important, and I must ask for 
the patience of the House while I deal 
with it. 
refer to, but before I sit down I think 
the House will see that behind this ques- 


shoes. | 


I think it is! 


It is not a matter I can directly | 





question affecting the colonies and the con- 
solidation of the Empire in the future. In 
dealing with the personnel from the point 
of view of high policy, you cannot deal 
with 150,000 loose units; they must 
be grouped, and that has not been done 
in any satisfactory manner. All units 
must be grouped with reference to the 
work they have to perform. In the first 
place, as to the grouping, I think I can 
show the House that the policy of the 
Admiralty as regards personnel is impos- 
sible to understand. I think my right 
hon. friend will agree that I am not tres- 
passing unduly upon the time of the 
House in dealing with this subject in a 
broad manner. The only numerical re- 
turns we have got, by which we can judge 
of the relative changes in the grouping of 
the Fleet, is the return presented last 
session, which gives the relative strength 
of the different branches of the personnel 
of the Fleet from 1858 to 1898. Tam 
compelled to take these figures because 
we have no other or later returns, and 
that period entirely covers the period of 


great revolutionary transition in the 
nature of our ships and our Fleet. In 
1858 our Fleet consisted of rigged 
ships with very feeble steam power, 


and the locomotive power and internal 
working of all appliances necessary tor 
offence and defence of ships were — pro- 
duced by wind, the skill of the officers, 
and the labour of men. Now every- 
thing is done by steam or electricity and 
mechanical contrivances. That surely 
ought to have had a_ very marked 
influence upon the relative grouping of 
the units of your personnel, for steam 
has absolutely and entirely changed 


ithe conditions of the work to be done 


mechanical science has changed it. 
What [ want to elicit is whether the 


Admiralty realise that fact, because 
I cannot find that from 1858 up 
to the present that fact has been 


properly realised and its teaching really 
acted upon, The three great groups 
of the personnel of the Navy are the 
engineering branch, which provides the 
locomotion and the whole of the machinery 
which entirely works the ship ; the second 
is the group of the units used for offen- 
sive and defensive purposes, which is a 
composite group in the Royal Navy, being 
partly naval and partly marine ; and the 
third group is the civil branch, the medical 
and storekeeping units. Of course, these 
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have not heen affected by changes of con- 
struction. Butthe figures of a Return from 
1858 to 1898 distinctly disclose that the 
Admiralty during that period had no 
continuity of policy whatever. It is 
important to see what the policy of 
the personnel was in sailing days and 
what it is now, and whether, on the face 
of it, we are quite right in the way we are 
dealing with it now. Between 1858 and 
1898 the following changes took place : 
The engineering branches, all ranks, in- 
creased 450 per cent., but the commis- 
sioned rank of the naval engineer branch 
had been reduced by over 12 per cent. 
To put it in another form, while in that 
period of revolutionary change, from sails 
to machinery, the engineering branch 
increased by over 18,000 men, the num- 
her of commissioned oftticers was reduced 
by 126. That is an important fact. 1 
turn now to the group appropriated to 
Weapons of offence and defence. The 
naval executive of all ranks, which is 
one part of the group, increased by 
43 per cent., while the commissioned 
officers instead of being reduced, 
like the engineers, have been increased 
by 38 per cent.: and in the other 
portion of the group the marine—there 
has been an increase of all ranks of 14 
per cent., while the commissioned officers 
have been reduced by 9 per cent. I need 
not comment wpon the civil branch, except 
to say that in the same period this non- 
combatant body increased by 112. per 
cent., or about eight times that of the 
combatant marine portion, and non-com- 
hatant commissioned officers of the civil 
branch increased by 5 per cent., against 
a reduction of 9 per cent. in the marine 
portion. But the really important thing 
to know would be, what is the relative 
expenditure upon these branches ? [asked 
my right hon. friend to give a Return to 
the House showing the expenditure on 
these different branches of the personnel of 
the Fleet, and I pointed out to him 
that the much abused War Office did 
give that information of the different 
groups of the Army. But my right 
hon. friend said it could not be done, so 
the Admiralty do not know—or if they 
do know they refuse to impart the infor- 
mation to the House—what is the 
distribution of the cost between each 
branch of the personnel of these different 
groups. This is what I think we ought 
to know. It is utterly impossible 
to extract such 
Sir John Colomb. 
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the Estimates, and the only thing that is 
possible is this—to get out the average 
cost per head for pay and allowances of 
commissioned ofticers of each branch. 
Approximated it is as follows: engineer 
branch, £294 per head per annum ; execu- 
tive branch of the Royal Navy, £283 per 
annum; civil branch, £270 per annum ; 
the marine branch, £211 per annum. 
Remembering that we have changed from 
sails to machinery and steam, and that a 
vessel is absolutely helpless without the 
most complete and perfect persnnel, it 
is interesting to note that the highest 
branch of the naval executive, which is 
the flag officers’ branch, averages £2,700 
a year, and the average of the chief grade 
of engineers is only £800. We want in 
all these branches the very best. officers 
and men we can get, and to get them the 
money we pay and the attractions we 
offer must have some relation to the 
money they can earn in civil life. The 
technical knowledge in civil life of an 
engineer, or mechanic, or _ skilled 
artisan commands a great price, and 
medical officers also command their price. 
Accountants and storekeepers command 
only a small price, while the commercial! 
value of naval and marine _ officers’ 
technical training is nil. I think that is 
a matter for statesmen to consider in 
arranging and dealing with the question 
of the personnel of the Fleet. These 
figures show that the Admiralty have 
not fully recognised the fact that, in 
order to get the best men, they must 
consider their market price. [ now come 
to the combative branch, which is partly 
naval and partly marine. While masts 
and sails existed seamanship was the 
primary and essential qualification of 
a bluejacket, and by reason of the 
mercantile marine and the other navies 
of the werld being also sailing, the sea- 
men of the Royal Navy had a_ value 
realisable in the market, a marketable 
trade. It is not so now. Naval con- 
struction has metamorphosed the seaman 
of 1858 into what he now is! We have 
it in the Admiralty’s own words—-I quote 
from an Admiralty letter dated February 
4th, 1898-—“Seamanship itself now 
forms only a small part of the technical 
training of the seamen of Her Majesty's 
Fleet.” What does that mear ¢ 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Goscuen, St. George's, 
Hanover Square): Read the following 
sentences. 
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“Sr JOHN COLOMB: I have read 


the extract, andthe right hon. Gentleman 
or someone representing the Admiralty 


can try to explain it away. I think it is a | 


most remarkable sentence, and it is con- 
tirmed by the utterances of the First Lord 
of the Admiralty whenever he speaks of 
personnel. Therefore it has come to this 
that when masts and yards went by the 
hoard the functions of the seaman were 
reduced to the level of the deck. I sup- 
pose my right hon. friend will agree to 
that. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Not as the hon. and | 


gallant Gentleman expresses it. 


‘sik JOHN COLOMB: I am not such 
1 master of language as my right hon. 
friend, nor can I turn phrases in the way 
he can, but with all due respect I stand 
to my words as a true statement of fact. 
There is nothing now which a bluejacket 
is required to do which a marine cannot 
do also, and the proof of that lies in the 
fact that the Admiralty at this moment, 
and for some years, have been enlisting 
landsmen direct from shore to make 
bluejackets of, and to my own know- 
ledge men have been enlisted with- 
out any inquiry as to whether they 
have been at the plough or anything 
else. Thousands of men I know of have 
been thus enlisted as bluejackets who had 
never been in a boat. Let me illustrate 
the point. A and B are two men of 
eighteen years of age. A elects to enlist 
in the Navy, and B in the Marines. 
After enlistment B will have a long, 
expensive, and very special course of 
traming and discipline before he embarks 
on board a ship. When he embarks he 
meets A, who will be an ordinary seaman, 
and has had a more casual training, pick- 
ing up what he could as an untrained 
unit among trained units in a ship. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: Surely my hon. and 
gallant friend knows that the training on 
hoard ship is as close, as continuous, and 
as good a training as that given to the 
marines. 


*Srr JOHN COLOMB: That does not 
alter the position. The difference between 
A and B is simply the difference between 
the training given to each. I think 
my right hon. friend will admit 
that. Would he explain to the 
House what the marines are elabo- 
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rately trained to do? It would be 
better than tellmg us about canvas 
shoes and the sizes of the men. In 
1858 the seamen never served on shore, 
whereas the marine, according to the 
principles which have always governed 
that branch since its establishment two 
hundred years before, spent the larger part 
of his time on shore. Now both the 
seaman and the marine are trained on 
shore, and as a matter of fact the pick of 
our seamen are on shore and the pick of 
our marines are afloat. My right hon. 
friend may say that that was because of 
the increase in the Fleet, but if the pro- 
| portion of marines to seamen had been kept 
up that would not have occurred. I 
maintain it is the deliberate policy of the 
Admiralty that seamen should be largely 
trained on shore. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Oh, no ! 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: Then how does 

my right hon. friend account for the 
accommodation provided in the naval 
barracks and coastguard stations! [ 
find that accommodation is, roughly, 
provided for 18,000 seamen and only 
7,000 marines, and therefore there is no 
blinking it; it is the deliberate policy 
of the Admiralty that in future there 
shall be two and a-half naval units to 
one marine unit on shore. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Nothing of the kind. 
The Admiralty has no such deliberate 
policy. 


*Sin JOHN COLOMB: I am quoting 
the figures of my right hon. friend him- 
self. Am [right or not in stating that 
the naval barracks and coastguard 
stations have accommodation for 18,000 
bluejackets ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: In the ordinary 
course of administration a certain number 
of seamen coming home from foreign 
stations must be accommodated in these 
barracks, as must also recruits, but we by 
no means wish to keep our seamen longer 
on shore than is absolutely necessary. A 
large number of men have to go to Whale 
Island to learn gunnery, but it is prepos- 
terous to call that a policy of keeping our 
sailors on shore. 


| *Srr JOHN COLOMB: I am_ not 


‘accusing the Admiralty of an arbitrary 


| policy. Iam only illustrating the altera- 
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tions in bluejackets’ training caused by 
the different construction of ships. My 
right hon. friend has, I think, given the 
case away. 
recruits must be sent to the barracks. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Until they go to ses. 


*Sirn JOHN COLOMB: Yes, and the 
marines are also sent to barracks until 
they go to sea ; and seamen are sent to 
Whale Island to learn gunnery, just as 
marine artillerymen go to Eastney to 


learn gunnery. I think the House 
and the country will see, no matter 


what officialism may say, the broad fact 
is that the marines and the seamen 
have been necessarily assimilated. If the 
naval barracks and coastguard stations, 


accommodating 18,000 naval units, ! 
were built to remain empty, then, 


of course, my argument falls to the 
ground; but if they were built to 
be full, the House will see that 
I am perfectly right. I have served on a 
rigged ship, and, parodying Carlyle 
about the naked Duke of Windlestraw, 
I think if Nelson and St. Vineent could 
see a modern man-of-war in action, with 
the crews stark naked, they could not tell 
the marines from the seamen. But the real 
point is, what is the proportion between 
marines and seamen in the combative 
branch of the Navy? In 1858 it was 
56°4 marines to every 100 executive sea- 


He says that bluejacket | 
| less than 20,000 marines. 


{COMMONS} 


(Navy Estimates). 


1240 


it exceeds by 10,000 the highest point to 
which the personnel of the Navy ever 
reached, namely in 1813, when it in- 
cluded 31,400 marines. Now we have 
Sut in the year 


| of Trafalgar a quarter of the personnel of 


the Fleet was marines, and in 1813 


one-third, and in those days there was 


men, in 1878 61-9 marines, and last year 


49°] 
seamen, 
proportion of 
over 12 per cent. 


marines to every 100 executive 

so that in twenty years the 

marines has fallen by 
a 

The reason why I 


emphasise these facts is that the marine, 
including the marine artillery gunner, | 


is less expensive than the seaman. If the 
figures are examined it will be seen that 
while marines and seamen have approxi- 
mated and assimilated, the policy of the 
Admiralty has been to reduce the cheaper 
marine element, and to increase the more 
expensive element 
The First Lord gave some very interest- 
ing figures last mght about the personnel 
of the Navy. He made out that there 
were 150,000, including active and 
reserve forces, but he did not tell 
us what was the number in each branch. 
I want to deal a little closer with 
the marine element of the personnel. 
This 150,000 exceeds by more than 


the seaman element. | 


played the part of Demetrius. 


no reserve behind the Fleet, except the 
marines on shore. Now, taking the First 
Lord’s statement last night, and deducting 
30,000 for the engineering branch, we get 
120,000 active and reserve units repre- 
senting the total combative and civil 
branches. But the proportion of marines 
to bluejackets, in a fleet in which masts 
and sails have gone by the board, is now 
only a sixth, or a reduction of 50 per cent., 
while the proportion of seamen is 50 per 
cent. more than in sailing days. 
We want to know why that is so: 
Why has the abolition of masts and 
yards increased the necessity for sea- 
men and diminished the necessity for 
marines? We want to be told why 
the increase proposed this year in the 
combative portion of the personnel is more 
than ten times as many seamen as marines 
in these days of mastless ships, and why 
seamen gunners are about 38 per cent. 
more than the marine gunners. We want 
to know why the pick of the seamen are on 
shore and why the pick of the marines 
are at sea, and why we have abandoned 
the old historic policy of a large standing 
force of marines on shore as the real 
reserve of the Fleet? Why have we 
departed from the old principle that the 
seaman’s place ought to be always on the 
sea, and that a marine’s place is at sea 
when wanted there, and on shore in 
reserve when not actually wanted at 


sea? The year 1858 was the parting 
of the ways between the old order 
of fleets and the new, and a Royal 


Commission was appointed to inquire 
into the question. I remember it well. 
Steam struck the naval officers of that 
day very much as Christianity struck 
the Ephesians, and the Naval Lords 
They 
thought they saw in steam that their “craft 
was in danger of being set at naught,” 
so this House acted the part of the town 
clerk and appointed a committee of 


‘inquiry, and that committee of inquiry 


30,000 the whole personnel of the Fleet | 


resulted in the Royal Commission on the 
Manning of the Fleet. Most of the 
witnesses examined were naval officers, 


in the year of the battle of Trafalgar, and but the most important witness of all 
Sir John Colomb, 
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was Sir James Graham, who had been 
twice First Lord of the Admiralty, 
once in peace and again during the 
Crimean War—a man of unique ex- 
perience and great grasp of naval policy. 
What did he tell that Commission in 
regard to steam? He stated he looked 
on marines as ‘two-handed men _ of 
superior value, certainly only second to 
able seamen.” Having mentioned he had 
increased their number, and “ saw with 
great pain their recent decrease,” he 
declared he ‘would like to see the 
marines, as a reserve, increased to 20,000, 
and under no circumstances reduced.” 
His policy was to quarter them at the sea- 
ports, and that the Admiralty should 
‘work them round at sea,” being with- 
drawn from the shore, and “sent afloat, 
so that by roster, which might easily be 
arranged, they should all be worked round 
in the space of five years.” Now, we had 
very few ships in those days, and that 
policy would have been much more 


difficult to work then than now, when we , 


have two ships afloat for every one before. 
On that Commission was the greatest 
authority upon the mercantile marine of 
that davy--Mr. W. Lindsay, who entirely 
agreed with Sir James Graham ; but the 
Naval Lords prevailed, and discussed almost 
everything appertaining to the Fleet ex- 
cept steam. In the Report which they 
presented, the word “steam” was never 
mentioned ; and they repudiated the use of 
steam altogether. Well, what did Mr. 
Lindsay dot He flatly refused to sign 
the Report. He pointed out in his protest 
that “the introduction of steam had 
entirely changed the mode in which 
naval warfare would in future be con- 
ducted” ; and he finished up a masterly 
State paper by showing the necessary 
decline of the old bluejacket and the 
coming of the marine gunner. His closing 
words were remarkable and prophetic 


“ As a subject of this great Empire, and asa 
Commissioner appointed to inquire into the 
manning of the Navy, I cannot be satistied 
with a Report which is superficial only, and 
which does not either directly recommend or 
eall attention to the necessity of very com- 
prehensive changes in many branches of Her 
Majesty's services.” 


Well, despite changes since _ then, 
there has not been a recognition of 
the influence of all these mechanical ad- 
vances in steam on the personnel, but a 
long struggle at the Admiralty to stand 
by 
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and squeeze them in the form of sea- 
men, somehow or other, into a steam 


fleet. The result is that it is the 
marines and not the seamen who 
have been thrown overboard with the 


mast and yards. Had the unique ex- 
perience of Sir James Graham as Naval 
Administrator prevailed, and had Mr. 
Lindsay’s businesslike, practical knowledge 
guided our policy then, what would have 
been the case now? We would have all 
our naval stations and coaling places garri- 
soned by marine forces as a great standing 
and ever ready reserve for the Navy, 
trained in rotation at sea ; and you would 
not have had your army broken up and 
its mobility paralysed as it had been, by 
doing work it ought not properly to do. 
The marine organisation is the true key 
to the question of colonial reserves ready 
for service afloat and ashore, te which 
my right hon. friend referred, and about 
which he, as well as I, see great difficulties. 
The true solution of the preblem of a 
consolidated Empire is that its safety 
depends ona strong fleet and a strong 
mobile army. There are certain duties 
which lie between the Fleet and the 
Army. In an Empire like ours, 
which is mostly water, there is an 
intermediate place between a mobile 
army and the ffeet that must be 
provided for by an amphibious force. 
Now, is the policy of the Admiralty 
to go on piling up_ expenses for 
seamen, when the seamen’s trade is done 
for, and reducing the proportion of the 
marines? Is it the policy of the Ad. 
miralty to turn the Navy into an amphi- 
bious force? I have dealt only with the 
broad aspects of this question, and from 
the high level of principle. What is 
happening is very serious. What is 
being done at the Admiralty is to 
waste a magnificent force. My present 
point is to secure economy and _ effi- 
ciency in the Services of the Empire, and 
therefore I hope the House will forgive 
me for having trespassed on its attention 
so long. I am not advocating the 
interests of the marines against those of 
seamen; but what I want is that which 
shall be best and most reasonable for 
economy and the efficiency of the Fleet. 
In this matter of personnel I cannot 
believe that the Admiralty is pursuing 
a policy that is either economical or 
efficient. This is certainly to be said, that 
the time has come for really considering 
whether, if the present policy is to go. en, 
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the marines should not be abolished as a vigour or energy as to naval construction 


naval force altogether, and so release them 
for Army service. That isa policy I should 
regret, and I think it would be wrong ; 
Imt you cannot go on piling up un- 
necessary expense on one branch of the 
personnel of the Fleet simply because the 


Admiralty Lords are too tenaciously , 


clinging to old traditions of sailing days. 


*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): I do not willingly intervene 
in Naval debates in this House, for though 
[ happen to be the representative of one 
of the most inland towns in the kingdom, 
I am to a certain extent a dockyard repre- 
sentative. My constituency is the greatest 
centre of production of armour-plates in the 
world. It is for that reason that I desire 
to refer to a matter raised on the previous 
night as to the capacity of this country to 
produce materials for building our great 
ships of war. It may be that in the past 
financial year, that is, in 1898-9, 
owing to transitory causes, to changes 
in the processes, and to industrial 
difficulties, there may have been some 
temporary disturbance in the — pro- 
ducing power in the great industrial 
centre which I represent: but I doubt 
whether the First Lord of the Admiralty 
is entitled to plead these disturbing causes 
to the full extent he has urged before the 
House on the present occasion. I fully 
concur with the view of the heads of 
those great firms in my constituency 
who have asked me to put their 
view before the House—that given a 
certain guarantee of continuity of policy, 
they were prepared to do all that their 
country required of them in regard to the 
materials they had to supply for naval 
construction. Well, those assurances were 
given to the First Lord last year, and I 
doubt not that in any correspondence thai 
has ensued since they have been more 
than confirmed. I see no reason why we 
should not accept that statement to the 
fullest extent; but it does make one 
uneasy when we are told again this pro- 
dueing capacity has touched its further- 
most limits, and that that state of things 
interferes with the strength of the Navy 
and the resources of the country as a 
whole. Since yesterday's debate I have 
communicated with those great firms, 
and therefore [ am in a position to 
state that, so far as the future, at all 
events, is concerned, there ought not to 
he any uneasiness or any relaxation of 


Sir John Colomb. 


on the part of this country. One firm 
says that given continuity of orders over 
a term of years to encourage them to 
spend money on new plant, they are pre- 
pared to supply armour plates to any ex- 
tent. They say they have not been behind 
time with any deliveries within the past 
twelve months. Indeed, the plates for the 
last two ships were ready before they were 
required ; but “with what we have now 
on hand, and with our share of the re- 
quirements for the new programme, we 
calculated that we shall have no armour 
plates to make for home consumption 
after June next year.” Another firm, 
which claims to speak on behalf of all 
the firms, writes 

“We have read the debate of last night. 
We have spent immense sums of money 
recently in respect to our capacity for our 
armour-plate production, and we can state, 
without fear of contradiction, that we are 
able to undertake to meet any possible re- 
quirements for the British service. Indeed 
[they say] Shettield can do more than may he 
required, and we cannot understand any ques- 
tion being raised by anyone as to prompt 
supply of armour-plates on Her Majesty's 
ships.” 


I noticed with great satisfaction that 
the First Lord of the Admiralty showed 
in his speech last night that the 
Government itself was disinclined to 
undertake to manufacture its own 
armour plates. The House would not he 
in a position to consider whether the 
Government ought to undertake such a 
task as that without having before it the 
important piece of evidence which I have 
taken leave to submit. 


*Sirn FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley) said he was rather disap- 
pointed that the hon. and gallant Member 
for Great Yarmouth in the course of his 
speech said not a word of acknowledg- 
ment of the present splendid state of the 
Navy, or the efforts which had been 
made by the existing administration 
towards attaining that end. He desired to 
associate himself with the compliments 
paid by previous speakers to the 
Admiralty, and to the existing state of 
the Navy. He would go so far as to say 
that the presence of the First Lord at 
the head of naval affairs, along with 
the organisation of the Admiralty Board, 
go far to give that sense of security and 
confidence which the country and the 
House enjoyed as regards Her Majesty's 
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Navy. The standard of efficiency and | 
safety laid down ten or twelve years 


ago, and accepted ever since, was that the 


British Navy should be equal to any two 
foreign navies combined against it. The 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean wanted to go a step 
further, and suggested that our naval 
preparations should be such that we 
could meet the combined fleets of three 
Powers. The duty of the House at the 
present time, as he conceived it, was 
not to enter into mere details of 
naval administration, but to 
hefore entering into Committee on the 
Estimates, whether the proposals of the 
Admiralty were such as to ensure that 
four or five years hence our Fleet 
should be in the same condition 
of comparative superiority that it was 
in at the present time. The right hon. 
(rentleman had referred very clearly to the 
fact that Germany had practically accepted 
a programme of a far-reaching character. 
It was true, as the right hon. Gentleman 
said, that sixteen years must elapse before 
that programme was accomplished ; but in 
the meantime the expenditure of Ger- 
many upon naval preparations was three 
and a half millions annually, and it was 
intended that that annual expenditure 
should be trebled, and that nine and a 
half millions should be spent annually. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Clitheroe Division had spoken with 
great lucidity upon the naval prepara- 
tions of France, but he (Sir Fortescue 
Flannery) respectfully demurred to the 
suggestion that France had_ practically 
given up the idea of competing with this 
country. It would be found that there 
was a standing expenditure of four millions, 
and under what corresponded to our own 
Naval Defence Act, an expenditure of 
twenty-eight and a half millions, extend- 
ing over seven years. It was impossible, 
therefore, to say that France was not in the 
most active competition with us in her 
naval preparations. There was one general 
axiom, on which the House would insist 
in dealing with naval preparations, and that 
was that the recent great military expendi- 
ture must not be allowed to reduce the 
expenditure on the Fleet ; but, on the 
contrary, on account of recent mili- 
tary events and the danger of foreign 
complications, the expenditure on our 
naval preparations ought rather to be 
increased. Reference had already been 
made to an outery for mobilisation, not 
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only in the press, but in another place ; 
and he would like, from his humble seat 
in that House, to re-echo the words of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty that there was 
no need for anything in the nature of 
mobilisation or panic in our preparations 
to call the attention of the world to what 
we are doing, as suggested by Lord Rose- 
bery. The printed statement issued to 
the House by the First Lord showed that 
there were 348 of Her Majesty’s ships in 
commission on the first day of the present 
year; and the mere mobilisation and 
patrolling of the Channel by the mobi- 
lised fleet would not add one iota to our 
strength; while it might be regarded as 
a demonstration of a provocative charac- 
ter, and have the contrary effect to that 
which the noble Lord desired. What we 
should do was to persevere with those 
fundamental preparations in ships and men 
which could only be accomplished in times 
of peace. There was one alarming state- 
ment in the speech of the First Lord, 
namely, that we had failed to spend upon 
shipbuilding the amount voted a year ago 
by this House, and that that failure was 
due to the short supply of armour and 
propelling machinery. He would ask the 
House to go back farther than last year. 
He found that in 1897 there was a similar 
failure to the extent of £804,000, and in 
1898 a similar failure to the extent of 
£2,139,000 ; or for the three years 1897- 
98-99 four and a half millions voted by 
this House for the purpose of naval 
preparations were not spent by the Admi- 
ralty owing to circumstances over which, 
they allege, they had no control. Now, 
there is a suggestion underlying the 
printed statement, that the Admiralty 
would have built a larger number of ships 
but that they found it a physical impossi- 
bility to do so; and the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman distinctly elaborated 
that idea, and that that was the reason 
why he did not lay larger Estimates on 
the Table of the House. With great 
deference and great respect he would 
venture to altogether deny that allegation. 
He had had many years experience in 
connection with the shipping industries of 
the country, and he assured the First 
Lord of the Admiralty that as regarded 
propelling machinery there were many 
workshops now engaged upon the con- 
struction of propelling machinery for the 
mercantile marine which would, if a little 
encouragement were given them, willingly 
lay themselves out to supply propelling 
2X 
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machinery for Her Majesty’s Fleet. He 
would not say that it would be accom 
plished without some preparation, but he 
believed that at the end of three years of 
short production 1897-98. 99 the First 
Lord should have been able to obtain all the 
machinery he required. He suggested 
that a certain number of orders should be 
distributed amongst the various firms, 
and then by the automatic operation 
of competition in trade the facilities of 
production would be so increased that 
there would not be any necessity for the 
right hon. Gentleman to curtail his ship- 
building programme. This country had 
by far the largest power of building ships, 
and it was humiliating that the Admiralty 
should say they were unable to propose 
Estimates of a sufficiently large character 

wthough they admit that they should he 
larger- -becanse of an inability to get the 
work done. .A matter had been referred 
to by the Member for Gateshead upon 
which he would like to say a few words 

the storage of fuel on foreign stations. 
Everybody was agreed that coal cdeterio 
rated very rapidly when exposed to the 
atmosphere, especially in hot climates. 
Liquid fuel was under those — cir- 
cumstances a great advantage. The 
new fuel had made great strides in 
the mercantile marine, the experiments 
made with regard to it had been a com 
plete success, and, indeed, a large number 
of ships were now on their ordinary 
voyages using liquid fuel with satisfaction 
and success. There was, he thought, 
great necessity for the Admiralty 
to push on their investigations regard- 
ing liquid fuel, or otherwise the 
British Navy would find itself eft 
behind in the race in that respect. The 
hon. Member for Gateshead had with his 
accustomed vigour, and with, he had 
almost said, his accustomed lack of dis- 
cretion, raised the subject of water-tube 
boilers, in which he agreed very largely. 
In his printed statement the right hon. 
Gentleman had stated that the new boilers 
had been placed in old ships with excel- 
lent results. What he and others had, 
on previous occasions, asked the Admi- 
ralty, however, was whether they would 
send one of the large cruisers and_battle- 
ships fitted with water-tube boilers, upon 
whose endurance the fate of the country 
might one day depend, upon a long ocean 
voyage at full speed, and he now asked 
the right hon. Gentleman to state what 
was the longest distance at full speed 


Nir Fortescue Flannery. 


‘COMMONS! 


(Vary Estimates). 1248 


which any vessel of Her Majesty’s Fleet 
fitted with the new type of boiler had 
accomplished, [It was « crucial question, 
‘it was a question of actual practice. 
Some vessels with water-tube — boilers 
were now on the coast of South 
| Africa, one of which came from China. 
At what speed did those vessels travel ! 
| Did they go at full speed, and_ if 
so, what was the consumption of fuel : 
and was there any trouble with the 
boilers at high speed? He had 
asked on the previous evening whether 
it was the intention of the Admiralty 
to fit the new ships which were being 
built with the old or newtype of boilers, but 
the answer was that the question was not 
yet settled. It was therefore fair to 
assume that the right hon. Gentleman 
had as yet come to no determination on 
the subject. He was of opinion that the 
time had come to take this matter into 
serious consideration, and unless the Ad 
miralty could justify their belief that the 
water-tube boilers were safe and enduring 
he hoped the Committee would refuse to 
vote the Estimates for them. Not only 
was it a question of endurance, but there 
was also the question of the saving of fuel. 
It was a question which went to the root 
of the efficiency of the British Navy, and 
therefore the right hon. Gentleman ought 
to satisfy the House on these points. The 
First Lord had spoken in deservedly high 
terms of congratulation of the success of 
the transport system; [81 transports had 
been concerned in this war and had earried 
the troops practically without an accident 
and without the loss of a single man. 
But not one of those 181 transports was 
fitted with boilers of the new type. 


Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead); Hear, hear! 
*Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: One 


important matter not mentioned by the 
right hon, Gentleman was the question of 
the new gun mountings which were being 
designed. Everyone was aware of the 
effect which our naval guns had had on 
the war in South Africa, and how the 
position at Ladysmith had been saved by 
them. He desired to know whether the 
new gun mounts were such that they 
could not only be used on shipboard, hut 
could also be adapted for service on land. 
He would also ask that there should be 
a special House of Commons day every 
year, when hon, Members who so desired 
could go over the dockyards. Many hon. 
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would remember how much 
was obtained through the 


Gentlemen 
instruction 


recent visit te the Portsmouth dockyard. | 


If the right hon. Gentleman in his good- 
ness of heart could see his way to give 
facilities on a special day for those hon. 
Gentlemen who wished to acquaint them- 
selves with these important matters of 
naval administration to visit the dock- 
yards, many hon, Members would avail 
themselves of the privilege. The last 
point with which he would trouble the 
House was the question of the engineers. 
The right hon. Gentleman in his speech 
delivered on the previous evening had 
described a modern man-of-war as a box 
of complicated machinery with every kind 
of engine involved. He had also said 
that in the opinion of the naval 
advisers of the Admiralty Board the sail- 
ing training squadron was doomed. Taking 
those two points in conjunction, he pointed 
out that every year the position of engineers 
aboard ships of war was becoming more 
and more important. No one realised 
more fully than the First Lord that a 
modern) man-of-war was one complex 
of involved machinery. If that 
were so, Was it net of national importance 
that the very best engineers should be 
attracted to the service, and induced to 
remain in it until the age of compulsory 
retirement? It was extremely satisfactory 
that the quiet discontent of the engineers 
of the Fleet, as reflected in many debates, 
had led to some reforms. Every one of 
the reforms indicated by the First Lord 
was a step in the right direction, and he 
spoke with knowledge when he said the 
reforms, far as they went, were 
received with extreme satisfaction by the 
engineers. But would the reforms be 
regarded as sutticient by the engineers ; 
would they attract the very best men to 
the service? In his opinion they did not 
extend as far as they eught to go, and as 
far as they must go in the near future. 
A Committee consisting, of two naval 
executive officers and the Secretary to 
the Admiralty had inquired into the 
position of the engineers. He wished to 
know whether the evidence taken by the 
Committee and the Report would be 
published ? 
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Committee recommended that a separate 
corps should be formed for engineers with 
executive rank? Until that took place 
we should not have the best engineers in 
the Navy. There was some idea that the 
engineers wanted an increase of pay, but 
that was not so. They did not expect or 
require any increase of pay. What they 
wanted were proper facilities for carrying 
out their duties and proper authority over 
the men who were supposed to be under 
their command. The deficiency of which 
they complained was a deficiency in rank, 
and that had been only partially made 
good by the new proposals of the First 
Lord. Knowing the earnest desire of the 
Admiralty to bring mercantile engineers 


into the ranks of the Royal Naval 
Reserve, he was surprised that no 
attempt had been made to let these 


engineers have the same opportunity of 
going to sea in Her Majesty’s ships, with 
a view of qualifying themselves in all the 
various details of the machinery, asthedeck 
officers of the Royal Naval Reserve had. 
That was a reform which he believed would 
have the effect of raising the number of 
engineers of the Royal Naval Reserve. If 
the right hon. Gentleman would re- 
establish the system which was formerly 
in vogue, by which superintendent 
engineers of mercantile companies had con- 
ferred upon them commissions as honorary 
chief engineers, he would do much to 
encourage employers who had control 
over very large bodies of most skilful 
mercantile engineers to get their men to 
volunteer for the engineering branch of 
the Royal Naval Reserve. There was 
also the important and crucial question of 
giving the engineer executive rank. The 
engineer was not an officer at all; he 
was a mere naval Uitlander amongst the 
otticers of Her Majesty’s Fleet. He was 
given a commission, a sword, and a uni- 
form, but not the real attribute of an 
officer—-namely, authority over those 
whom he was supposed to control. 
Would it be believed that the stokers, 
who were supposed to be under the 
control of the engineer officers, were 
trained in fighting drill by the 
executive officers, while the engineer 
otticer (under whose control they were 
supposed to be) might associate with the 
chaplain, the doctor, and the paymaster ! 
What authority could an engineer officer 


| have over the stokers under such circum- 


stances ? The engineer officer was made 
responsible for the behaviour of some- 
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times half, sometimes a third of the ship's | 


company, and yet they declined to give 
him executive authority over them. The 
engineer ofticer could not administer the 
smallest punishment without going to 
the executive officer on deck like a 
schoolboy carrying tales to his master. 
The Committee to which he had referred 
in making the recommendation © that 
executive authority should be given to 
engineer officers only repeated what was 
done by a former Committee ten or 
twelve years ago. This reform would 
come in the days of his right hon. friend, 
prejudiced as he was on the question, and 
would add substantially to the real  effici- 
ency of the Fleet, which, whatever its 
minor defects, was the organisation of the 
finest fighting maritime force the world 
had ever seen, and of which the House 
and the country were alike justly proud. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee): 
The question raised by the hon. Member 
who has just sat down is one of the greatest 
importance, and I do not disguise from my- 
self that the instalment of reform now 
promised by the Admiralty is not likely to 
allay the agitation that has existed so long 
in connection with this question. We shall 
have the demands of the engineer officers 
put forward in their original form, if not 
in a stronger form. I do not see, first of 
all, why an inquiry of a wider and more 
public character than that which has 
taken place should not be made into the 
demands of the engineer officers. I do 
not see Why this House should not have 
the opportunity, by means of a Committee 
of its own, of investigating the whole 
question. At all events—and this is 
my second suggestion—I do think the 
First Lord of the Admiralty should pro- 
vide us with some information about the 
very remarkable experiment which has 
been made in the United States. As I 
understand it, a year ago an Act was 
passed by Congress by which most sweep- 
ing changes were made in this very 
matter. The experiment is now about a 
year old, and J suppose the information 
at the disposal of the Admiralty would 
enable them to say what the result has 
been. The only other subject which 
induced me to rise is the question of the 
alleged failure of output on the part of 
the contractors. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has made statements both in his 


printed paper and in his speech which | 


have been commented on with much 
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severity by many Members who have 
spoken. When I first read the state 
ment, | thought there was some false 
economy in it, and that, provided the 
demand existed, there could be no reason 
able doubt the supply would be afforded. 
We now hear from the hon. Member for 
Hallam, and others, that the deficiency in 
output does not exist. I have no doubt 
the right hon. Gentleman will be able to 
give us further information. — [ did not 
clearly gather from the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman whether in any case there 
had been a failure on the part of a 
private contractor to keep to his time. It 
that is so, that, of course, proves the 
allegation understood to have been made 
on the part of the Admiralty. If there 
have been such failures, 1 repeat the 
question I have often asked in this House 
—How did the Admiralty deal with these 
failures! If there has been a breach of 
contract, have penalties been enforced, 
and if not, why not? And in develop- 
ment of that, I ask, as I have done again 
and again for three years: Will the 
Admiralty at last give us the new form of 
Admiralty contract, which must have 
been completed by this time ! 


Mr. MACARTNEY: It is not com 
pleted yet, owing to the delays of the 
law. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : That 
was pleaded nearly a year ago when the 
Attorney General was engaged in the 
Venezuelan Arbitration. Surely the thing 
might have been finished long ago. At 
all events, if there is to be a new form of 
contract, it is time it is settled, and when 
it is | hope it will be immediately laid 
before the House. The hon. Member who 
preceded me in this debate drew from the 
statement of the First Lord the inference 


‘that but for the failure of the contractors 


to realise their expected output during 
the last twelve months, the Admiralty 
would have proposed larger Estimates 
now, and consequently that the Estimates 
now proposed are not, in the opinion of 
the Admiralty, sufficient for the necessities 
of the moment. I cannot accept that 
inference at all. I thought the right hon. 
Gentleman made a perfectly satisfactory 
defence of the Estimates he laid before the 
House. I regard them as sufficient, and | 
accept his explanation of them, more 
particularly the defence he based on the 
comparison of eur programme with the 
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programmes of other nations. At the 
same time I hope neither the country nor 
the critics of the press will fall into 
the mistake of supposing that we have 
reached the limit of our manufacturers’ 
output. 


Mr. PENN (Lewisham): Being no 
longer a contractor, I should like to say 
that if the penalty clauses to which the 
right hon. Gentleman has referred on 
several occasions were put into force by 
the Admiralty with too great an amount 
of severity it would tend largely to 
diminish the number of those who are 
willing to undertake Government. con- 
tracts. It would hand over their places 
entirely to the merey of the workmen, 
and, rather than submit to that, they 
would prefer to take work unconnected 
with the Admiralty. The First Lord 
said last year he proposed to add 100 
engineers that is, to bring up the number 
trom 950 to 1,050 in the course of the 
current and next year. I should like to 
ask him whether he hopes to get that 
number ; because, in answer to a question 
| put a few days ago, he said that from 
outside sources he had obtained thirteen 
and from Keyham thirty-seven engineers, 
making fifty in all As there must be a 
large amount of waste going on in the 
engineer branch of the Navy through 
retrrements, illness, and other causes, I 
fear the number the First Lord will have 
to get in the next two years will still be 
100. As far as T can make out from the 
Estimates at least 400,000 indicated | 
horse-power of auxiliary machinery. will 
he added to the Navy in the course of 
that time, and I do not know whether 
the First Lord is altogether satisfied 
that that number of engineers will be 
capable of dealing with that enormous 
increase. It used to take seven vears 
to make an engineer for the Navy, now | 
it only takes four, but you cannot get 
the double quantity for this year. Key- 
ham, when completed, may be able to 
double its supply. We must look, how- 
ever, to the attraction of outside men 
into the service. I therefore think it | 
most desirable that the position of the 
naval engineer in this country should be 
made as good as it possibly can be, in) 
order that the best men may be attracted | 
into what is certainly one of the most | 
important branches of the public service. | 
Another question raised in this debate is | 
that of the water-tube boilers. That 
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question to my mind is an all-important 
one. The important points about these 
water-tube boilers are: (1) their endur- 
ance ; (2) their coal consumption. — [ re- 
joice to see that competitive trials of 
two different types of boilers are taking 
place, and I hope they will be continued 
in order that the absolute merits or 
demerits of this particular type of boiler 
may he thoroughly ascertained. We have 
adopted this boiler largely to the exclu- 
sion of other forms of boilers ; and I do 
not know that we are all even now satis- 
fied that it is the best form. In 1891 or 
1892 there was a certain amount of 
trouble in the Navy in connection with 
boilers, and a Committee was appointed 
called the Boiler Committee, consisting 
largely of naval officers and engineers 
well versed in the boiler management 
of the mercantile marine. The Report of 
that Committee was a most valuable one, 
and I believe it was to a great extent acted 
upon. In my opinion it would greatly 
strengthen the hands of that most able 
engineer, the chief of the Navy, if that 
Boiler Committee were reappointed. — If 
the boilers as now fitted are all we hope 
they are, the Committee will report in 
their favour. If they are not, the Com- 
mittee will sift evidence and ascertain what 
is the best step to take. [ throw out that 
suggestion in order that we may have 
these doubts at once dispelled, and may 
look with absolute confidence on the 
hoiler question in connection with the 
Royal Navy. 


Sir JOHN BAKER (Portsmouth) : It 
is perfectly clear the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman has given satisfac- 
the country. In my own con- 
stitueney the right hon. Gentleman has 
dispelled all the attacks and promised 
the administration of the 
Admiralty which have been propounded 
of late. The point to which I wish 
specially to allude is the recognition at 
last accorded to the men in the service. 
It is the first time in my recollection that 
the chief and petty officers in the dock- 
yards have had their value and import- 
ance to the service recognised in such 
marked and unmeasured terms. Anyone 
connected with the Navy during the last 
twenty years cannot fail to admit that a 
very large number of men in the prime of 
life who have been engaged on the lowe: 
deck have withdrawn their — services 
because they have failed to obtain the 
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very moderate increase of remuneration 
which they have asked for year after year 
from the late and present administra- 
tions. That state of things continues 
because the door is not wide enough for 
promotion and the remuneration is not 
sufficient compared with other services. 
The position compares very unfavourably 
with the Army relatively in rank. This 
grievance has led to a combination on the 
part of this class of chief and petty otticers 
by which the Admiralty are regularly 
petitioned. The Admiralty have before 
them the very modest demands of these 
men, but there is no response whatever, 
and {| would press upon the Admiralty 
the necessity of mecting that requirement. 
The Navy will require recruits to a very 
large extent in the immediate future, and 
it is certainly not over recruited now. 
There must be some incentive offered to 
these men not to leave the service when 
they are of the utmost value in their 
vocation, but to remain until the 
age of fifty or fifty-five, at which age 
they are as capable of doing service 
in the Navy as at thirty-eight or forty 
vears of age. In addition to that the 
seaman himself must have some induce- 
ment in the way of an increase of pay 
according relatively to the increases in the 
Army and in the Civil Service. This 
especially applies to stokers. Ii you are 
to get a class of stoker superior to that 
generally obtained, a greater amount of 
pay than is now afforded must be given 
ws an inducement to continue in the ser- 
vice. There is also a certain grievance 
in the administration of the Navy which 
is felt very severely, and that is the 
authority given to the executive officer 
of a ship to disrate a man for a trivial 
offence ; a man ought not to be summarily 
dlisrated for such an offence, but should he 
tried, and the evidence sent to the Admi- 
ralty. At present he is punished for the 
rest of his service, perhaps for the rest of 
his life, at the arbitrary will of the com- 
manding officer of the ship. That is a 
very serious blot in the minds of the men 
generally. It may not happen in 1 per 
cent. of the commissioned ships in the 
Navy, but if you get such a man as the 
Admiralty sometimes find, who never gets 
his second ship, you will find his punish- 
ments are 10 or 20 per cent. more than 
on an ordinary ship. The man may be 
removed, but there is no remission of the 
sentences he has passed: they follow the 
recipient through the rest of his public 
Sir John Baker. 
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service. I think if these alterations and 
suggestions, which have for a long time 
been pressed on the Admiralty, are 
attended to there will be no possibility of 
the Navy being short of men at the 
expiration of the coming vear. 


*Captain PHILLPOTTS (Devon, Tor 
quay): 1 should like to say a word on 
the subject alluded to by the last 
speaker. He stated that it is within 


the power of the commanding ofticer to: 


disrate a petty officer for a trivial offence. 
That, | can assure him, is utterly incor 
rect. Before any petty officer can be dis 
rated the case has to be investigated in 
the presence of the accuser and the 
accused, and though the evidence is not 
taken on oath, vet, after a long experience 
in the Navy and also some experience as 
a magistrate, T say that [ have heard 
more false evidence given ina police-court 
that on the quarter-deck of one of Hei 
Majesty's ships. Whenever a petty officer 
is disrated the warrant has to be sent in, a 
record is kept of the offence and of the 
punishment, and any officer who shows 
himself to be a martinet and not fit to be 
trusted with these powers very soon finds 
himself on half-pay. With regard to the 
training squadron, | have heard the First 
Lord of the Admiralty say that his own 
personal predilection was in favour of re- 
taining it. I,in common with many naval 
oftticers, wish it could he so, but we have 
to consider facts as they are and not as 
we would like them to be. What was the 
condition of a training squadron? Lt eon- 
sisted of four-masted steamers, with auxi- 
liary sail power. For the purposes of in 
struction in practical seamanship of the old 
style it was of no very great service, and 
if you are to have men trained with masts 
and yards the sooner the First Lord comes 
to the House with proposals for building 
at least a dozen sailing ships with auxi- 
liary steam power, the better. Ido not 
think the House or the country would 
support such a demand, and, much as | 
regret it, much as I wish we could retain 
the practice as it used to he conducted, | 
think the idea of the training squadron is 
doomed. In this connection T should like 
to say a word with regard to the removal 
of the “Ganges” from Falmouth. After 
three years service at Falmouth [ say 
there is no better seaport for the training 
of our young lads. Lam quite aware you 


‘have had reports against it, but the cause 


of a great many of those reports is that 


(Novy Estimates). L256: 











vol 
shi 
for 
bu 
off 
ot 


CO) 
ag 
po 
th 


in 
th 
We 
th 

















1257 Supply {27 FERRI 
you appoint married officers to that ' 
ship. Falmouth is a very good place 
for training lads aloft and in boat sailing, 
Init it is a very disagreeable place for an 
officer to return to his ship from the bosom 
of his family early in the morning, when 
a high wind is on. I have heard many 
complaints and grumbles about the dis- 
agreeable passage. Another important 
point in favour of Falmouth is that when 
the boys go on shore for their leave it is 
very much more healthy than if it were 
in the vicinity of a large town. As to 
the statement of the First Lord, I regret 
we have heard nothing this vear about 
the granting of commissions to senior 
warrant officers. Such a system would 
hurt nobody, but it would be a very great 
encouragement to the backbone of the ser- 
vice, as [ have often heard the warrant 
officer described, and to the smart young 
lads who now join. [listened with great 
attention to the speech of my hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for Yarmouth 
with regard to the marines, and I regret 
that he made that speech. T vield to no 
one in my admiration of the corps of 
which he was so distinguished a member ; 
their history is practically the naval his- 
tory of the country for the last 200 years, 
and they need no praise from anyone. 
But to say that they can do the work or 
take the place of bluejackets is to go 
very far beyond the facts of the case. 
My hon. and gallant friend also said that 
seamanship had come to an end. [ con- 
tend that seamanship is as necessary 
how as ever it was, but it is seamanship 
of a different kind. The marine officer is 
no more capable of taking command of 
one of Her Majesty's ships now than he 
was when the ships were propelled by 
means of sails. Various statements have 
heen made with regard to the engineers. 
Here again I yield to no one in my 
appreciation of the work now demanded 
of and so ably performed by these officers, 
Iut [ think the statements which have 
heen made are hardly borne out by the 
facts. Engineers have received improved 
pay and position as regards their relative 
rank, but their social position on board a 
ship cannot be prescribed by the Ad- 
miralty. They have to make that for 
themselves, as every other ofticer and man 
on board a ship has to make it. I have 


seen before now the chief engineer the 
most popular man in the mess, and I have 
seen him--I was going to say—the re- 
verse, 


The position an officer occupies in 
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the mess is entirely of his own making’ 
quite independent of the relative rank 
granted by the Admiralty. A pamphlet 
has recently been circulated drawing 
attention to the Act of Congress by 
which the line officers and the engineer 
officers of the United States Navy were 
amalgamated. I have read the accounts 
of the introduction by the Secretary of 
the Navy and the Act itself, and I] say 
that the conditions governing that pro 
posal are entirely wanting in’ Her 
Majesty’s Navy, because in the United 
States the two branches are amalgamated, 
and the ofticers are interchangeable. 
There is one very important point. In 
this introduction it is stated 

“There can be no divided command : only 
one man can exercise it, but he must he 
thoroughly competent for it.” 


I contend that at present the engineer 
ofticers are not competent to take the com 
mand of one of Her Majesty’s ships. 
My hon. friend said that these officers 
oceupy an inferior position, that they 
have no authority. I must take leave to 
contradict that entirely. The engineer 
officer has precisely the same authority 
any other officer of his rank. The 
House may be surprised to learn that on 
board Her Majesty’s ships there is one 
ofticer, and one only, who has the power 
of inflicting punishment, and that is the 
captain. It is true he can delegate to his 
second in command the power of awarding 
minor punishments, and also to a very 
limited extent the power with regard to 
minor punishments for purely military 
offences to the senior marine officer, 
but the authority remains with the cap- 
tain himself, because he is responsible 
for every punishment inflicted — on 
hoard his ship. Every such punishment 
has to be recorded, and the record goes in 
every quarter to the Admiralty ; each 
offence and each sentence is therefore 
carefully weighed and considered, and if 
anv irregularities occur the officer respon- 
sible is immediately called to account. It 
has been contended that because the 
engineer officers have not that power they 
are not respected by their men. I deny 
that entirely. Compare the engineer 
officers with the first-lieutenant or the 
gunnery-lieutenant on a battleship. The 
two latter have constantly to deal with 
every man and boy on board, but neither 
of them have power to inflict punishment. 
If either of those officers have any com- 
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plaint to make they have to put the 
offender in the report, and he, the offender, 
unless it is a very serious case, is 
brought up in due course at the 
regular time before the second in com- 
mand ; the case is then deliberately inves- 
tigated, and, if proved, punishment 
awarded and recorded. In the case of a 
very serious offence the man may be sent 
on the quarter-deck, and the offence re- 
ported then and there to the captain or 
the officer in command, and the prisoner 
put in rigorous confinement. No officer, 
not even the captain himself, can say, 
“Put that man on the black list,” or 
“Give him such and such a punishment.” 
The man has to be formally brought up, 
the case investigated in the most formal 
manner, evidence taken, and a_ record 
made. [ think that this grievance, which 
has heen urged with such persistency, is 
not a real one. I do not believe that the 
engineer officers would find themselves in 
a bit the better position if they had the 
power of punishment. What [ contend 
is, that if you had more than one officer 
with the power of punishment, vou would 
have perhaps two men committing similar 
offences 


Sir. =FORTESCUE FLANNERY: 
There are already more than one ofticer 
with that power; there is the Marine 
officer. 


*Captain PHILLPOTTS: My hon. 
friend is quite mistaken. The marine 
officer can inflict punishment only for 
purely military offences of a minor 
nature—-offences which do not concern 
naval discipline as such. Then comes the 
question of the stokers themselves. | had 
the pleasure, with another hon. Member, 
of receiving a deputation from the engine- 
room artificers. After hearing what the 
engine-room artificers had to say, one of 
my colleagues remarked that he had to 
go to see a deputation of engineer officers, 
and he incidentally mentioned that it was 
their demand that they should have the 
power of punishing men. I noticed that 
that statement was not received with any 
appearance of delight by the engine-room 
artificers. We are frequently told there 
is a difficulty in getting stokers to join 
the Navy,,and I venture to say that that 
difficulty will be very greatly increased if 
power is given to make it easier to inflict 
punishment upon them. I have also 
heard it urged that under certain circum- 

Capt. Phillpotts. 
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stances the officers of the watch have 
power to inflict punishment. That 
punishment simply means an extra hour 
at the wheel, or perhaps on the look-out. 
Sut even to that extent I think it is a 
mistake, and speaking as one who has 
kept watch for many years, I never 
recollect exercising that power. If a 
man commits an offence he should not 
be punished in hot blood, so to speak ; 
his offence should be deliberately inves- 
tigated, and the punishment inflicted 
in a formal manner. With regard to 
giving the Engineer-in-Chief a seat on the 
Board, I think my hon. friend hardly took 
into account the purpose of the Board of 
Admiralty. The duty of that Board is 
to decide as to the needs of the Navy, 
the number of ships, the power of those 
ships, where they should be — sent, 
and the equipment necessary for them. 
All the information they require with 
regard to the engineering department 
they can get from able specialist advisers. 


~The Engineer-in-Chief of the Navy 


has not to decide how many ships 
there should be any more than the 
Director of Naval Construction has to 
decide that question. The duty of the 
Chief Engineer, when the Admiralty have 
decided the number and the power of the 
ships, is to design and to engine them. 
The engineers are now, as in the past, 
departmental officers, exercising — very 
much more important duties than 
formerly, and undoubtedly they are a 
very much higher class of men. [| can 
remember the time when, owing to a mis- 
taken economy, the Admiralty entered 
men who were quite unfit for their position 
as officers, and a great deal of the pre- 
judice which undoubtedly has existed in 
the past, and does still exist to a limited 
extent, is due to the fact that in bygone 
days so many undesirable men were given 
the position of engineer officers in the 
Navy. The officers now in the service 
are showing themselves worthy of better 
things ; they are showing themselves to he 
officers and gentlemen in the highest accep- 
tation of the term; and I rejoice to see 
that their position is being improved. But 
that does not make me the least bit more 
anxious to see conferred upon them a 
power which would only lead to conflict 
and had feeling on board a ship. If such 
a course were adopted there would be 
endless confusion and bad feeling, and 
discipline would suffer. Another point 
was touched on by my hon. friend, and 
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appeared to be considered by him to be 
a grievance— namely, that stokers should 
be drilled by executive officers. So far 
the engineer officers have not been com- 
pelled to qualify in either gun, rifle, or 
cutlass drill, and as it has been found 
absolutely necessary for the health of the 
stokers that they should be employed on 
deck for a certain amount of time, they 
must be drilled by someone competent 
to undertake that duty. That is the 
whole reason, and there is no slight 
whatever on the engineer ofticers. ‘There 
is one grievance I should like to see 
removed with regard to the engineer 
otlicers, and that is the question of the 
age at which they are allowed to retire. 
In my opinion they are kept on the 
active list for sea service far too long. 
No man should be serving afloat, except 
in command of a ship or fleet, at the age 
of fifty-five. I think that is far too old, 
and there should be an improvement in 
that respect. In conclusion, I wish to say 
that I have over and over again heard 
the complaint about the power of punish- 
ment from executive as well as from 
civilian officers, but the officers from 
whom I have heard the complaint have 
generally proved themselves to be in- 
efficient. You do not require the power 
of punishment in order to ensure the 
respect of the men ; respect is given from 
quite a different motive. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): I quite agree with the hon. 
and gallant Member who has just ad- 
dressed the House that it would be a 
mistake to put into the hands of engineer- 
ing officers the power of punishing men. 
We can only have one captain on board a 
ship. If we divide up the whole concern 
among different officers, giving each the 
right to control, one may say that a man 
should be punished, while another may 
say that he should not, and then there 
would be confusion, resulting in more | 
harm than good. As far as the stokers 
are concerned, I have never heard them 
complain that they were dissatisfied | 
hecause the engineering officers had not | 
an opportunity of inflicting punishment. | 

do not see why the engineering officer | 
should be so desirous of having that | 
power. The commander is the right and | 
proper person, and he alone should have | 
the privilege. 


Str FORTESCUE FLANNERY : The | 3,500 of these men. 
marine officers have it. 
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Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: As has 


already heen explained, the power of the 


marine officers is only in regard to 
breaches of military discipline, and has 
nothing to do with naval offences. As to 
the Royal Naval Reserve, | was somewhat 
astonished to hear the First Lord of the 
Admiralty say last night that the Govern- 
ment were not depending upon the mer- 
chant service for a supply of men for 
that force. He said that fishermen were 
coming in in considerable numbers, that 
they were a better class of men, and that 
in case of emergency they would be more 
easily got at than men employed in the 
merchant service. The figures of the 
right hon. Gentleman do not bear out the 
statement that the fishermen are coming 
in in such considerable numbers, because 
I find that in the year 1899 there were 
only 1,144 men enrolled for the Royal 
Naval Reserve, while in 1898 there were 
2,536 enrolled as able seamen and 621 as 


firemen. It is evident that in 1899, if 
the men who are to make up _ the 
Naval Reserve are fishermen, they 
are not coming in so very readily. 


I would like to draw the right hon. 
Gentleman's attention to this, that the 
total number of Naval Reserve stokers or 
firemen is only 3,500. I think if we do 
require men at all to man our ships in the 
future the men you require more than 
any other class are those of the stoker 
class. Take the manning of a ship. You 
will find that the hands employed in the 
stokehole or engine-room department in 
some cases exceed the number employed 
on deck. Take some of our large liners, 
like the “Campania” or the “ Majestic.” 
On these vessels there are more men in 
the engine-room department than on deck. 
There are 180 firemen and trimmers in 
the stokehole, and when you add to that 
number the greasers, and from 15 to 
20 engineers, you get a total of 200, 
whereas the deck hands only number 36 
able seamen and firemen and 4 or 5 
officers, making 40 hands on deck against 
over 200 in the stokehole department. If 
that is so on our fast liners it must be so 
on our fast cruisers. A very large number 
of men will be required in the engine- 
room and stokehole department, so that 
it is a very serious matter indeed to find 
Reserves for the supply of men for the 
Navy in the future, and to find that in 


|the Naval Reserve we have only got 
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been in- 


I have 


formed, on very good authority, that a 
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large number of the stokers who have 
joined the Navy recently are men who 
have had no practical experience of their 
work. I think it is a very dangerous 
thing indeed to fill one of our warships 
with a large number of stokers who are 
not accustomed to the work. Some hon. 
Members imagine that a stoker is a man 
who requires only strength, but 1 would 
like to disabuse their minds on that, 
because stoking is a work that requires a 
good deal of skill and brain, not only for 
getting up steam, for that is only one 
thing, but for looking after the boilers 


and the furnaces, for boilers are very often | 


burnt out by incompetent stokers, and ina 
very short while boilers have to be repaired 
in consequence of the employment of 
incompetent men. I have known in the 
merchant service a new boiler destroyed 
in one voyage of forty or sixty days 
through having incompetent stokers on the 
vessel. [ do not think it is a good policy 
for the Government to pick up a large 
number of those stokers who are not 
qualified men, and to fill wp their ships 
with them, and think they are all that is 
necessary. In the event of a call being 
made upon our Fleet, which might happen 
at any moment, we ought to have a Reserve 
of at least 20,000 stokers. It is perfectly 
true, as far as able seamen are concerned 
and deck hands, that, at the present time, 
we have a good supply. — I observe that 
there are in the first-class able seamen 
11,000, and in the second-class 11,300. 
That is a good supply of men for the 
deck department, but in the stoke-hole 
department we find that 3,500 is all the 
available supply that the Admiralty have 
to call on in case of emergency. — | have 
no doubt that the right hon. Gentleman 
imagines that in time of war, by offering 
a special bounty, he will be able to get a 
good supply of men. That would be so 
if the Government offered special terms 
for men to enlist during the time of the 
war. But I question very much whether 
they would be able to do that; even if 
they were able to do it, it would only 
be done at a very considerable cost to the 
country, and what I complain of is, that I 
do not see that there is any real necessity 
for that being done, if the Admiralty 
would take in hand the question of build- 
ing up a good substantial Naval Reserve 
hody of firemen. The question arises, how 
are we to get those men! There is no 


doubt, that if our mercantile marine was 
manned by British sailors and firemen, 


Mr. Havelock Wilson. 
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we should have a larger supply of 
men from which we could draw our 
reserves. I find that year by year 
there is a considerable falling off in 
the number of British firemen and 
stokers and sailors employed in’ our 
mercantile marine. At the — present 
time the number of men employed in the 
mercantile marine is 225,000, that is 
including lascars, foreigners, and British, 
and out of that number 33,898 are foreign- 
ers and 31,000 are lascars. Now there is 
no reason whatever why there should be 
such a large number of foreigners and 
lascars emploved in our mercantile marine. 
I know that the First Lord of the 
Admiralty and the hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Admiralty think that 
there should be no interference with the 
steamship companies in this respect, who 
are doing Government work, and who 
are carrying lascars and foreiguers. They 
say that these lascars are British subjects, 
and that it would be a wrong policy for 
the Government in any way to interfere 
with the employment of these lasears. | 
would like to point out to the right hon. 
Gentleman that the lascars are not all 
British subjects, for a very large pro- 
portion of that 51,000) are Asiaties, 
consisting of Chinamen and others who 
are not British subjects. The Government 
do not propose to employ these lascars or 
Asiatics on board our warships, and there- 
fore [ think that the Admiralty, as far as 
lies in their power, should insist upon all 
companies who are doing Government 
work carrying acertain munber of British 
stokers and seamen. We will take the 
P. and O. Company. At the present 
time they employ all lascars, on deck and 
below, except in the case of a few ships 
chartered to carry troops. Both on deck 
and in the engine room department the 
stokers themselves are Jascars. I do not 
see why the Government should not insist 
upon the P. and O. Company manning all 
their vessels with British seamen, so that 
if there was any complaint to be made of 
excluding lascars entirely, the Government 
may say, “ We will allow you to man half 
your ships with lascars, but as for the 
remaining half, we will insist wpon you 
carrying Naval Reserve firemen and 
Naval Reserve seamen on deck.” That 
would afford an opportunity of employ- 
ment for the British Naval Reserve 
men; and by creating opportunities 
of employment, it would encourage 
a large number of stokers and others to 
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go to sea as stokers and sailors and fire- 
men. With regard to the 33,000 
foreigners who are on our ships at the 
present time, the Government do not 
endeavour, by any means whatever, to 
discourage the employment of foreigners. 
| sent a letter to the hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary to the Admiralty the other 
day, in which [ ealled his attention to one 
vessel engaged in carrying Government 
stores, and she carried twelve hands 
in the stokehole department, all of 
them foreigners of mixed nationalities, 
including Germans and Swedes, and she 
carried eight men on deck, and five out 
of the eight were foreigners, and yet this 
vessel was engaged carrying Government 
[ only mention the instance of 
one ship, but L know a large number of 
others which have been engaged in the 


stores. 


same class of work, and in which foreigners | 


have been given a preference of employ- 
ment over the British. I say that the 
Government are, to some extent, respon- 


sible for that, because there was no reason | 


why they could not have stipulated with 
the owners in making the contracts that 
the vessels should carry  Britishers 
deck. This would all tend to encourage 
the employment of British labour, with 
the result that a larger number of men 
would flock into our mercantile marine, 
and this would give the Government a 
hetter opportunity of increasing our 
Naval Reserve. I have seen myself Naval 
Reserve firemen apply on board ship for 
employment, and they have been told 
that the ship was not carrying Britishers 
and that they wanted foreigners. I ask, 


On 


4 
how can the Government or anyone else- 


expect a man to continue toe remain in 
the Royal Naval Reserve, and then when 
he goes down to seek employment on 
board a ship he is told that he is not 
required, and that foreigners are pre- 
ferred? That sort of thing causes great 
dissatisfaction amongst our men, and | 
have known large numbers of them 
threaten to hand in their Naval Reserve 
books, and have nothing more to dowith it. 
Another reason why the Government are 
not able to get a larger number of fire- 
men to join is because the pay is not 
what it ought to be. I believe that, if 


the Admiralty were to give the firemen 
who join the Naval Reserve a larger sum 
per week than what they receive at the 
present time, you would get a larger 
number of men; and by increasing their 
annual retainer that 


would be an 





en- | 
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couragement to a large number. It is 


surprising that if you take vessels like the 
“Campania” and all those large ships, 
you find that out of 116 stokers employed 
there are probably not more than 15 or 
20 Royal Naval Reserves. 1 no 
reason why the whole of those men 
should not be Naval Reserve men, and | 
believe myselr that they are a good body 
of men. [ do not know whether hon. 
Gentlemen have seen the Liverpool fire- 
men. I have worked amongst those men, 
and [ do not think there is a smarter 
or finer body of men in the worid than 
the Liverpool stokers, who are strong, 
substantial men, and very expert firemen. 
[ believe that, if the Admiralty were to offer 
better conditions, there would be a large 
number of those men willing to join, and 
they are men who sail from Liverpool to 
New York from one year's end to the 
other. They would always be available 
in the event of their services being re- 
quired, and the Government would be 
likely to get a very fine body of men 
indeed if they were to give better con- 
ditions. Another thing that creates dis 
satisfaction amongst the men who have 


see 


"joined the Royal Naval Reserve is the 


question of the pension. They are sup- 
posed to get a pension at the age of sixty 
if incapacitated from following — their 
usual employment. But the great ques 
tion with them is how to live up to sixty 
years of age, because most of them are 
either killed or drowned long before they 
get to that age, and I think it is a farce 
to talk about giving a pension to a man 
at sixty vears of age. There is no reason 
why these men should not have pen- 
sions at fifty years of age. After all, it 
would not entail a very large amount of 
money being spent to take off this ten 
years, and | am certain that it would give 
satisfaction to a large number of men who 
are at present in the Reserve, and it would, 
in all probability, cause a large number of 
others to join. As far as men joining as 
able seamen is concerned, I do not think 
many men will join the Reserve in the 
future under the conditions which compel 
them to do six months training on board 
a warship. Ido not think you will get 
a large number to join. You may get a 
number of young men and fishermen, but 
[am certain that the ordinary able sea- 
men who sail on our merchant ships will 
not accept your conditions. Neither do ] 
believe that you will get the firemen  sec- 
tion to join for six months service. | 
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would like to suggest to the right hon. 
{zentleman one thing, and that is to pro- 
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correct it seems to me that some explana- 


| tion is necessarv from the Admiralty as 


vide better facilities for the men putting | 


in their annual drill. 
many cases, great hardship is inflicted 
upon men in consequence of having to 


put in their drill, because, possibly, they | 
have been away on a long voyage, and | 


when they get home they have been com- 
pelled to put in their drill right off, 
whereas if proper facilities had been 
offered they could have completed their 
drill while abroad. In some foreign ports 
abroad, and in British ports, warships are 
lving in the harbour, and very often 
vessels are lying there for a week or two 
weeks, and in the case of sailing ships 
very often for three or four weeks. | 
would like to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man if some arrangement could not be 
made whereby Naval Reserve men in 
British ports abroad, or anywhere else 
where there is a British warship, might 
have facilities offered them of putting in 
a week's drill on board a warship. Of 
course they would have to give up their 
claim for wages from the owner of the 
vessel in the meantime, because they 
would get the week's pay from the 
Admiralty just the same as if they were 
doing their drill at the home port. 
If facilities were offered to the 
men whenever they arrived in port 
abroad to put in a week’s drill on 
hoard a warship, I venture to say that it 
would do them far more good than the 
instruction they received on the training 
ship in this country. I do not know how 
far the Admiralty could go in that 
direction, but I would like them to care- 
fully consider the matter, as it would 
prevent the men’s drill from accumulating, 
and then when they return home, instead 
of having to perform their drill before 
they could draw their retainers, they 
could go away and draw their retainers 
without any further delay. 
to say a word or two with regard to the 


I know that, in| 


to why so many of the contracts for ships 
should have been placed in the hands of 
one firm, who have been allowed to make 


huge profits out of the transaction. 


Mr. MACARTNEY : 
that ? 


—_ 


What. firm is 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: It is 
the firm of Houston and Company. 
What I understand was done is this. 
The firm of Houston and Company con- 
tracted to carry mules to South Africa at 
£16 per mule, and then this firm went 
to private shipowners and chartered their 
ships without saying that they required 
them for Government contracts. They 
chartered the ships, and then they pay 
the shipowner 380s. per ton. it has been 
stated freely that this firm has made over 
£200,000 out of this transaction of 
chartering ships. I do not know whether 
it is true, and I am not in a position to 
state whether it is true or not; but [ do 


‘know this, that if the firm of Houston 


and Company had £16 per mule from 
the Admiralty for carrying those mules, 
and the shipowner whose vessels have 
been used has only received 30s. per ton, 
then Lcan well imagine that a huge profit 
has been made, and I want to know why. 
Why could not the Admiralty advertise 


‘in the ordinary manner, and thus give all 
shipowners an opportunity of tendering 


I would like 


for the work? If it is true, as has been 
alleged, that preference was given to this 
firm, it is a very serious matter indeed, 
and I hope that other hon. Members in 
this House besides myself will press the 
Government for some explanation as to 
why this was done. I would like to say 
one word more with regard to the manner 
in which the Admiralty carried on their 
business of feeding our troops. We are 
told that the War Office was not. re- 


‘sponsible for the manner in which the 


transport service, which is mentioned in | 
the statement of the First Lord of the | 


Admiralty. I have asked several ques- 
tions with regard to the manner in which 
the Admiralty contracts were given out. 
[t is not often that I advocate the cause 
of the shipowners, but on this occasion I 
stand in the position of championing their 
cause. There is great dissatisfaction 
existing with regard to certain contracts 
that were given to a Liverpool firm, and 
if the statement that I have heard is 
Mr. Havelock Wilson. 


troops were fed on their passage from 
this country to South Africa. I have 
read many letters in the papers from 
soldiers at the front, who have written 
hack complaining of the scandalous 
manner in which they were starved 


‘during their passage on those ships. It 


is not for me to say whether those state- 
ments are true or not, and I would like 
the Admiralty to be in a position to con- 


' tradict the statements that have appeared 


in the public press that the men who 
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were sent out to fight our country’s 
battles although the passage out only 
occupied some twenty or twenty four 
days—were neglected on the part of the 
Admiralty, and that those poor soldiers, 
many of whom were on their last voyage 
and last trip, were starved, and fed on 
rotten beef and provisions during their 
passage out to South Africa. 1 think 
that is a very serious matter indeed, and 
I] hope the hon. Gentleman is paying at- 
tention, because I shall expect a reply. 
Ido hope that he will be able to assure 
us that it is not true that those men were 
starved in the manner which has been 
alleged. I understand that the Admi- 
ralty are responsible for the feeding of 
the troops, and if they could not manage 
their business in such a way that men 
only going on a twenty-four days trip 
could at least be fed with proper pro- 
visions and stores, then I say it reflects 
the greatest possible discredit on that 
department. Of course, | cannot vouch 
for the truth of the statements, but they 
were freely made in the press, and for that 
reason | do hope that we shall have an 
explanation. | also trust that the hon. 
Gentleman will promise us that he will con- 
sider whether it is not possible to give the 
Naval Reserve men pensions at fifty years 
of age instead of sixty, a matter as to 
which they have been agitating now for the 
last twenty-tive years. It would not make 
a difference of more than £10,000 to the 
(rovernment, and it would make a great 
difference to the seamen. It would give 
satisfaction, because a large number of 
them joined the Royal Naval Reserve 
expecting this pension, and it would be 
better for the Admiralty to retain rather 
than lose their services. I would like to 
say one word more in conclusion. There 
are a large number of seamen who leave 
the Naval Reserve after doing five or ten 
years drill, and there are a considerable 
number of men who leave the Royal 
Navy after ten years service. I would 
like to ask the Admiralty whether they 
think that it would not be wise, and per- 
haps profitable, to establish a Naval 
Reserve of Volunteers. I believe myself 
that a large number of the men who have 


served in the Royal Naval Reserve and in | 


the Navy would be willing to volunteer 
for such a Naval Reserve, to consist of 
men who could be employed only in 
case of emergency for coast defence. 
After the Government have 


(27 Fespruary 1900} 


spent | 
a large amount of money upon train- | 
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ing seamen for ten years it seems to 
me a great pity that their services should 
be lost to the country entirely. I believe 
that a large number of those men, if the 
Government were to establish a Naval 
Volunteer Corps, would be willing to join. 
it, for it would attract a large number of 
those ex-Navy men and ex-Naval Reserve 
men who have done their ten years drill 
in the Naval Reserve. I am aware that 
we have the Royal Engineers, but they 
are generally landsmen. I think if a 
naval brigade was formed of ex-Naval 
Reserves and ex-Navy men they would 
form a very valuable force for coast 
defence. [ beg to apologise to the House 
for having detained it so long. 


CoLoNEL DENNY (Kilmarnock Burghs): 
I very largely agree with what fell from 
my hon. friend behind me in reference to 
the status of engineer officers. [am glad 
to learn that the Admiralty, under con- 
stant pressure, have considerably amelio- 
rated the lot of the engineers. They 
have given them better rank and better 
pay, but still more recognition is desired of 
their position than they have yet got. The 
hon. Member for Middlesbrough and the 
hon. and gallant Member for Torquay 
made out that the demand of the engi- 
neer ofticers for power to punish their 
subordinates in minor cases is a demand 
that stands by itself. I venture to say it 
is not; it is part of a system put in force. 
It is of no use for anyone to deny nowa- 
days that the work of the engineers has 
progressed enormously in comparison with 
the work done on deck. [I most earnestly 
make the claim that the engineers should 
have still further recognition, and should 
have the power of punishing their men in 
their hands. I believe that if they had it 
they would put it into effect as little 
as any other officer on the quarter-deck 
would. We have to recollect that the 
stokers of Her Majesty’s Navy do not 
enter the service at the same time as the 
bluejackets. The bluejackets are caught 
young, but the stokers are brought into 
the service at a mature age, and have not 
been under the discipline which deck hands. 
have experienced since their youth, and 
the engineer officers ought to have 
moderate powers of punishment. We who 
represent the engineers in this House, 
however, gratefully acknowledge, so far 
as it goes, the improvement made in the 
status of these officers in the Navy. As 


to the remarks of the hon. Member for 
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Middlesbrough on the Reserve, 1 would 
point out to the House that we have now 
a Navy of 150,000 men and boys, with 
29,000 reservists, or a total of 180,000. 
The House will at once see the difticulty 
there is for shipowners to man their ships 
entirely with British sailors. We have 
one half of the whole carrying trade of 
the world in our hands, and our area of 
choice for seamen is confined ; and there- 
fore it is impossible to put any limits to 
the shipowners as to the nationality of 
the men they employ. That must be left 
almost entirely to them, or a great deal 
more harm than good will be done. 
There is a subject on which I would like 
the Secretary to the Admiralty to give 
me some information. In his printed 
statement the First Lord said that four 
river gunboats had been sent out to the 
China station, three for service on the 
Yangtze river, and one for the West 
River. I happen to know something of 
that region through being concerned in 
putting on the first mercantile steamship 
there. If what I hear is true, I fear that 
these gunboats are wholly inefticient for 
the purpose for which they have been 
built. Between the towns of Neu Chang 
and Chang Iung, on the Yangtze river, 
there are rapids running at a speed ae- 
cording to the imagination of the man 
looking at them; but there is a concensus 
of opinion that the speed is very fast 
indeed. [ understand the gun vessels 
sent out are of very slow speed, and that 
they have never vet attempted to pass the 
rapids; and I am told that if they do 
attempt it they will fail on account 
of the want of speed. I want to know 
whether the hon. Gentleman will give 
instructions for an investigation into 
this matter, and fora trial of the gun- 
hoats to see whether they have suflicient 
speed to stem the rapids. There is nothing 
more important for the trade that we, in 
this country, are trying to develop on 
the Yangtze river than that we should 
have gunboats of a proper type for police- 
ing that river and also the West River. 
The hon. Member for Devonport claimed 
that additional work should be given to the 
dockyards, but I radically ditfer from him 
in his views in regard to the use of Her 
Majesty's dockyards. These ought to be 
engaged in preparing war vessels for im- 
mediate service in time of war. If we 
may judge from the only recent wars—- 
the American-Spanish war, and the China- 
Japanese war—the number of vessels to 


Colonel Denny. 
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‘he repaired would be very considerable, 


and these should be sent to the dock- 
yards. The Admiralty seems to think 
that there is an unlimited supply of men, 
but I can assure the House that all private 
firms want to know where they are to get 
the men to do the work on hand, and yet 
hon. Members for the dockyard con 
stituencies are clamouring for more work, 
which means the taking away of men 
from the private yards. Now I am 
sorry to say that the supply of men 
in the private yards does not seem 
to be increasing, due to the practice in 
some trades of limiting the number 
of apprentices. What we require 
really is less work in the dockyards, and 
more in the private yards. There is only 
one other subject to which I wish to draw 
attention —namely, that of the water-tube 
boilers, which my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Gateshead has argued with great 
force on many occasions. He has had the 
disadvantage of arguing the case as a pro 
fessional man against right hon. Gentle 
men on the front bench who are not pro 
fessional men. The Admiralty appear to 
have pinned their faiti irretrievably to 
water-tube boilers, and to one make of 
water-tube boilers, and that a type which 
IT have never known to be used in the 
mereantile marine, and which is not to he 
found outside the French navy. We are 
all too anxious to prove that that type is 
the best. Yet what are we to think of it 
after the trial between the “ Hightlyer ” 
and the * Minerva” ! The former is one of 
the most modern ships with the water-tube 
boilers, and the latter is an old ship with 
return boilers. The performance of the 
“ Highflyer” was a fiasco; it was almost 
a miserable wreck, and kept signalling for 
help. It was a fiasco not only with regard to 
boiler endurance but especially with regard 
to coal consumption, and that is most sig- 
nificant; whereas the * Minerva,” although 
an old ship, always came up smiling and 
ready for work.  [ always understood 
that water-tube boilers had been adopted 
for two reasons: first because, being 
lighter, they carried less water ; and 
second, because they gave additional] 
weight for guns or armour. — But 
if this decreasing weight in water 
is eaten up by a large — addi 
tional consumption of fuel, I fail to 
see in what case we are better off, and | 
maintain that, as the result of that trial, 
the “ Highflyer” is a failure. I assure 
the First Lord that we are only too 
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anxious to prove that in adopting the 
Belleville boiler the Admiralty were in the 
right; but that was not a trial that 
would satisfy me or any of my _ pro- 
fessional friends. Last year [ made an 
olfer to the First Lord to get a suitable 
Committee together to make a_ perfect 
trial; and IT contend we are entitled to 
have, as professional men in this House 
who are not enemies but friends ‘of the 


that it may be proved whether the Ad- 
miralty is right or wrong. I hold the 
interests of the country are far and above 
the interest of any single man or body of 
men, and that it would be in the interest 
of the First Lord himself and of the 
country if we had an opportunity of 
putting such a boat as the * Highflyer’ 
in the hands of a committee composed, 
partly of naval engineers and partly of 
civil engineers, in order that that vessel 
may be properly tried. The First Lord 
way say that “if we are wrong, every- 
hody else is wrong” ; which reminds me 
of the story of the old Scotchwoman who 
thanked the Lord that after ali her 
neighbours were as bad as herself. But 
that would be an exceedingly small con- 
solation to the country. The First Lord 
does not believe that there are any 
lame ducks on account of — these 
water-tube — boilers. We are com- 
mitted to an enormous expenditure for 
these boilers, which is going on from day 
to day ; but, I hold, the taxpayers of the 
country, who are largely — civilians, 
should be permitted to have such a trial 
: of these boilers as to satisfy us absolutely 
: that they are right. There are plenty of 
: engineers in this country who would be 
willing to serve on such a committee as 
Lask for. It would not cost much, and 
it would let us know whether the First 
Lord is absolutely wrong, and we are 
absolutely right in regard to these water- 
tube boilers. 





Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Mr. WILLIAM 
REDMOND, Clare, E.). House counted, and 
forty Members being found present, 


*Mr. DUCKWORTH — (Lancashire, 
Middleton): It may seem somewhat out 
of place that I, the representative of a 
purely industrial community, should inter- 
vene in a debate such as this, but I can 
assure the House that those busy bees in 








Admiralty, a fair, just, and open trial so , 


the hive of industry in the North take a | 
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deep interest in this subject, not only 
hecause they have a keen concern in the 
welfare of the country, and desire to feel 
assured that the Navy is efficient, but 
because they know that to a very large 
extent they have to supply the sinews of 
war. Indeed, they do not fail to observe 
that there is a continual increase in the 
Naval Estimates brought before — this 
House. It would appear that the greater 
these Estimates become, the more coolly 
and confidentially does the First Lord 
bring them before the House. I re 
member, two years ago, when the First 
Lord stood at the Table and referred to 
the time when, with some degree of 
trembling, he asked the House for a sum 
of nine millions. At that time he asked 
for twenty-three millions ; but now, with 
great confidence and coolness, he asks for 
the large sum of twenty-seven millions ; 
and [ believe the country will treat this 
demand with as much coolness and con- 
fidenceasthe First Lord himself does. I feel 
disposed to congratulate him on what | 
will call the sane, sensible, and, under 
the circumstances, reasonable nature of 
his proposals. He and his colleagues have 
not lost their heads. In these times of 
war, passion, and excitement, they have 
not manifested any panic: and although 
there is this year an increase of nearly a 
million of money in the Estimates, | think 
that perhaps we may be thankful to the 
First Lord and his colleagues for not 
having taken advantage of public feeling, 
and having caused the Estimates to be far 
larger than they are. I am disposed to 
think that the country, on the whole, 
will not begrudge the money he has aske«| 
for, if they can be assured that they get 
value for it, and that they can have some 
confidence in the security of the country 
so far as its defences are concerned. My 
one purpose in rising to address the 
House is not to follow the technical argu- 
ments of experts, but to say a few words 
in favour of the Royal Marines. Amongst 
the experiences of my youth were some 
connected with that part of the service ; 
and although that is now over forty years 
ago, | have never ceased to have a sym- 
pathetic feeling towards the marines. — I 
consider that corps the finest in Her 
Majesty’s service, and we have only to 
follow what they have done in South 
Africa to conclude that down to the 
present time they have kept their good 
name, and proved themselves worthy of 
it. I do not think that we use the Royal 








1275 Supply 


Marines to the greatest advantage. I was 
somewhat taken aback to hear that they 
are a decreasing quantity, and if that is 
true it seems to me it is a mistaken 
policy. I think instead of having them 
decreased, we ought to be anxious to 
increase their number. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: The — Royal 
Marines have been continually increased 
during the last three years; it is the 
seamen who have been decreasing. 


*Mr. DUCKWORTH: I beg pardon ; 
I must have been under some misappre- 
hension, and I am delighted that I was 
mistaken on that matter. I have just 
returned from a tour in the East, during 
which time I visited Malta and Gibraltar, 
and I could not help thinking that these 
places should be garrisoned by marines 
instead of by Line regiments. I do not 
think the marines have had the encour- 
agement to which they are entitled, or 
that the public really understand what 
they have to do and are capable of doing. 


They are men prepared to fight on land | 


or sea. In South Africa they seem to be 
absorbed in the Naval Brigade, and the 
reports state that the Naval Brigade have 
done this, that, and the other thing, 
while little is said or known about the 
marines. This is a long-standing com- 
plaint ; in fact, I used to hear of it as a 
youth. I have a letter from a young 
fellow at the front in South Africa, who 


has taken part in four engagements with , 


the marines. He writes after the battle 
of Graspan that- 


“The marines here have been disappointed 
at the reports of the battle in some of the 
papers. There was nothing but that the blue- 
jackets had been doing this, that, and the 
other thing, and that the bluejackets had 
charged up the hill. There was not even a 
mention that the marines were there. As a 
matter of fact, there were only fifty blue- 
jackets compared with 220 marines in the 
tiring line.” 


That is the evidence of a man who upon 
the field of battle has been made a non- 
commissioned officer. There is another 
reform which might be brought about on 
behalf of the marines, and this applies to 
the Army generally, and that is in the 
quantity and quality of the food. The 
rations of the private soldier per day is 


one pound of bread and three quarters of | 


a pound of meat including bone. 
Mr, Duckworth, 
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*Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: If the 
| hon, Gentleman referred to naval rations 
he would be in order, but in referring to 

military rations he is not in order. 


*Mr. DUCKWORTH: IT am referring 
to the rations of the marines, and if 
the amounts I give are not correct I shall 
be glad to hear it. I daresay the bread is 
better in quality now than it used to he, 
but [ remember when we used to take out 
the inside of a loaf and try and make it 
stick on the wall. [fit is not better than 
it was forty years ago there is great room 
for improvement. The bread such as I 
have described is much worse in some 
respects than that given in the work- 
houses, and not a great deal better than 
that given to prisoners. There is no 
reason for keeping to this poor diet, 
because food is so much cheaper now. | 
think the time has now come when the 
sailor and marine, as well as the soldier, 
ought at all events to have a pat of 
butter for their bread at breakfast and 
tea, and now and then a piece of cheese 
by way of a change. If the Government 
has money which it has been unable to 
spend on naval extension, I think it 
would be desirable to use it to improve 
the quality of the food. Another way in 
which the service might be made more 
attractive is by having a smarter uniform 
for these men. If the uniform was male 
more attractive the service would gain 
exceedingly. These are practical sugges- 
tions which in the face of a possible resort 
to conscription, or some kind of enforced 
service, the Government ought to con 
sider. Conscription in this country is 
neither necessary nor desirable, and | 
have always been of opinion that soldiers, 
like poets, are born, and not made. 
What is required is to make the service 
so attractive that the martial instinct is 
drawn towards it, and if that is done we 
shall not have to complain so much of the 
difficulty in getting men, The men who 
fight our battles are not treated so 
generously as they ought to be, especially 
in the way of food, and also in other 
things in barrack life. In barrack life 
there are what I may call petty filchings 
from their miserable pittance, and all 
these things ought to be swept away and 
the men treated in a more liberal spirit. 
_Men who go out to fight the battles of 
'a wealthy country like ours, where money 
is of little consequence, when they come 
‘home to barrack life ought to be made to 
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feel that everything possible is being done | 
for their comfort by a rich and grateful 
country. 


Mr. WILLIAM SIDEBOTTOM 
(Derbyshire, High Peak) said although 
he represented an inland constituency, 
and in consequence would probably not 
he expected to speak on naval matters, he 
intervened because he had the honour 
to he connected with one of the armour- 
plate manufacturing companies which had 
been referred to, His object in so doing 
was to dispel some little misapprehension 
which appeared to have arisen in the 
course of the debate. The right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Ad 
miralty was absolutely correct in his 
statement that armour-plate manufac- 
turers were not able to deliver in due 
time the orders entrusted with them ; but 
their inability to execute orders was due, 
as would be apparent to the most casual 
observer, to the engineers’ strike. Last year 
a considerable increase in the output over 
that of the preceding year took place, and 
this year there would be a further in- 
crease Of 25 or 30 per cent. Large sums 
had been expended in increasing the plant 
for this work, and if the First Lord would 
say how much armour plate would be re 
quired from any particular firm ina given 
time there was no doubt but that the 
order would be executed. He had inter 
vened in the dehate merely because he 
thought it right that the House should ! 
know the exact position of affairs. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) said 
that, rightly or wrongly, there prevailed 
amongst the large linoleum manufacturers 
of the country a disbelief in the fair play 
exercised at the Admiralty with regard 
to linoleum contracts. Invariably the 
largest contract was given to one par- 
ticular firm, and there was a feeling on 
the part of some manufacturers that 
linoleum of a quality inferior to that 
tendered for was being supplied. The 
quality tendered for was three-sixteenths, 
but that supplied according to the 
samples which he held in his hand was 
less than one-eighth. It wasessential that 
the hest quality should be supplied, because 
the lives of the men depended on it. Ii, 
however, the Secretary to the Admiralty 
would undertake to give his personal 
attention to the matter he would be 
perfectly satisfied. 
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ARY 1900} (Navy Estimates). 
Sir SAMUEL HOARE (Norwich): I 


only rise to offer a few observations on 
the points which refer to the Reserve men 
from the Navy. There is a vast number 
of what I may eall offshore fishermen 
on the east coast, as distinguished from 
the fishermen who go to sea for com- 
paratively long voyages, who are as loyal 
and warm-hearted Englishmen as any 
men in the country, and who are as 
willing and as ready to serve their 
country in case of necessity as any men 
in any part of the Empire. [am anxious 
that the First Lord of the Admiralty 
should consider whether he could not 
avail himself of the services of some of 
those men as Reserves. In the case of a 
mobilisation of the Fleet most of the 
Coastguards would be required for service 
in the Fleet, and [ think the right hon. 
Gentleman would find these men could be 
made, in such times of emergency, of 
great for coast defence. I would 
therefore suggest that some of the off- 
shore fishermen should be asked to join a 
Coastguard Reserve, which would he 
available to guard our coasts in case the 
regular men were called upon to go to 
It would be a simple matter to 
drill these men. The chief boatman now 
drills his four or five men of the Coast- 
guard, and it would be no more trouble to 
him if he had from time to time a 
certain munber of these young men 
from the district to drill with them. 
At Cromer there is a chief officer with 
naval men who could drill twenty or 
thirtv men as well as the six or seven he 
is drilling at the present time. When we 
are considering the defence of our coasts 
there is nothing we should have more 
regard to than good signalling. My sug- 
gestion is that fishermen should be taught 
the work of signalling, which could be 
dove in a short time, beeause their whole 
life is spent in watching the sea. Every- 
one who knows anything of the dash and 
daring exhibited by fishermen in the life- 
hoat service will agree with me when J 
say they are amongst the pluckiest men 
in the country, and it dees seem a pity 
that an attempt should not be made to 
draw these men into some sort of service, 
where in times of emergency they would 
he of the greatest use. There are some 
4,000 men now serving in the Coastguard 
who would be available for service at sea, 
and I believe it would be of the greatest 
advantage if the Admiralty would start 
some sort of Coastguard Reserve. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I rise 
to call attention to the inadequate supply 
of Roman Catholic chaplains in the Royal 
Navy. This matter has been brought 
before the Admiralty year after year, but 
so faras I know no satisfactory solution 
of the difficulty has been arrived at. In 
answer to a question of mine the other 
day the First Lord in his reply seemed to 
say that the Admiralty had met the views 
of the Catholic hierarchy in this matter. 
I do not think that will be found to be 
the case, because Cardinal Logue, in his 
Lenten pastoral just issued, expresses his 
grave dissatisfaction with the existing 
state of things by which thousands of 
Roman Catholic sailors in Her Majesty’s 
service are unable to receive the ministra- 
tions of their religion, With regard to 
the Army, I think the matter has been 
satisfactorily dealt with ; but there is a 
great deal of dissatisfaction in Catholic 
circles, not only in Ireland, but in 
England, at the fact that there are so few 
Roman Catholic chaplains in the Navy. 
There are a great many Catholic sailors 
in the Navy, and I think it isa legitimate 
ground of complaint that in this matter 
their interests have not been looked after. 


Supply 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): 1 only 
express the feeling of the House and the 
comitry when IT say with what admiration 
we listened to the interesting statement 
of the First Lord. But there was one 
passage in that statement which does not 
exactly inspire me with the contidence 
that the coaling of the Fleet is being 
approached quite in that spirit in which 
some of us would like to see it treated. 
I refer to the use which is being made of 
colonial coal. About ten days ago the 
Secretary to the Admiralty told me in 
reply to a question that it was true that 
in consequence of the recent great ad- 
vance in the price of coal, Australian coal 
was now obtained on terms which made 
it compare most favourably with that 
which is obtained in this country. He 
further told me that the Admiralty were 
considering to what extent they could 
make use of the offers of coal which I 
understood from him had been submitted 
to the Admiralty from various represen- 


tatives of the Australian coal interest in 


this country. I have very little personal 
knowledge of Australian coal, and abso- 
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with efficient service, it is found possible 
to make use of Australian and other 
colonial coal for the purposes of the 
Navy. The Secretary to the Admiralty 
has already informed me that this matter 
is being investigated, hut it seems to me 
that the Admiralty are considering a 
problem which has been solved by inde 
dependent persons in a manner which 
ought to hasten, if, indeed, it does not 
render superfluous, the — investigation 
in which they are now engaged. 
No one would desire that colonial and 
Australian coal should be used unless it 
can be shown to be suitable for consump- 
tion in Her Majesty’s ships. I am in- 
formed on very good authority, however, 
not only that Australian coal can be fur- 
nished to the Admiralty, freight and all 
other charges included, at a price a little 
less than two-thirds of what they are 
now paying, but that its efficiency for, 
and adaptability to, the needs of | the 
Navy are proved by its use by some of 
the great American liners, by the navy of 
the United States, and by the fleets of 
some of the foreign Powers. I trust that 
the Admiralty will hasten as much as 
possible the investigation they are making 
into the subject. 


(Navy Estimates). 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I should like to refer to the 
changes which the First Lord of the 
Admiralty proposes to make in the Naval 
Medical Department. We should give 
credit where credit is due, and [I think 
the effect of these changes will he to make 
that department much more efficient in 
They are wise and provident 
changes, and I congratulate the Com- 
mittee presided over by the Junior Lord 
on having suggested them, and the right 
hon, Gentleman on having made them. 
Hitherto surgeolis going into the Navy 
have had to pass an ordinary competitive 
examination, and pass on directly to their 
service in connection with their profes 
sion: but now these gentlemen coming 
fresh from the medical schools will have 
the great advantage of going through a 
special course of practical instruction 
at Haslar Hospital, and there learning 
all the details of their future medical 
service. That will be a great advan: 
tage, and one which their — prede- 
cessors i some instances greatly wanted. 
Then again these officers have to 
be sent off to various quarters of the 
world, where they are often brought into 











12 


con 
wh 
of 

hee 
spe 
at 

des 
ate 
act 
sho 
pos 
ret 
arn’ 
the 
otti 
anc 
wit 
ane 
mii 
str 
hit! 
fine 
hit! 
LHI 
alw 
Ad 
in 

cha 
par 
me! 
wil 
and 
to ¢ 


*) 
I sl 
vey 
the 
hon 
alm 
hay 
firn 
self. 
bet t 
Arn 
spir 
ceas 
real 
var 
lear 
fore 
limi 
to b 
lute 
the 
as 
side 
exp 
rega 


engi 




















1281 Supply 


contact with conditions and — diseases 
which they have hac no possible chance 
of studying previously. In future it has 
heen promised that they shall be given 
special instruction in these diseases 
at naval hospitals. In addition, it 
desirable that medical officers separ- 
ated from the centres of scientific 
activity for long periods when at sea 
should have the opportunity of attending 
post-graduate courses of lectures on their 
return home, and [ hope that in future 
arrangements may be made by which even 
the senior officers, as well as the jjunior 
officers, may attend the medical schools 
and make themselves — acquainted 
with the latest developments in surgery 
and medicine. I congratulate the Ad- 
miralty upon its departure from. that 
strange spirit of meanness which has 
hitherto required naval medical officers to 
find their own instruments. This has 
hitherto amounted to a fine of about 
£50 on the medical officer, and I have 
always regarded it as a disgrace to the 


is 


Admiralty. That will be done away with 
in the future. In my _ opinion, the 
changes indicate an enlightened de- 


parture, so far as the medical depart- 
ment of the Navy is concerned. They 
will give satisfaction to the profession, 
and will encourage young medical men 
to enter upon careers of great usefulness. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, W.): 
I share in the sense of reassurance con- 
veyed by the dignity and simplicity of 
the speech of the First Lord. The right 
hon. Gentleman has calmly reviewed the 
almost panie-stricken suggestions which 
have been urged by some erities, and has 
firmly stated his own policy. For my- 
self, knowing the ships of the Navy even 
better than | know the regiments of the 
Army, I can certainly say that if the 
spirit of criticism is ever found in me it 
ceases When L come into contact with the 
realities of the Navy. Going from dock- 
yard to dockyard and from ship to ship, I 
learn what [ can, but wherever [ go I am 
forced to the conclusion that, within the 
limits of possibility, what is practicable 
to be done is being done, and I feel abso- 
lutely compelled to give my testimony to 
the efficiency of the Board of Admiralty 


as now administered. From either 
side of the House there have been 
expressions of satisfaction, and, with 


regard to what has been said about the 
engineering branch, 


I hope that the 
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changes presage further improvements in 
the future. The time is coming when 
this branch of the service will have to 
share the privileges accorded to the com- 
hatant branches, and I have great hope 
that under the present spirit of adminis- 
tration the levelling up will continue. 
There are one or two points upon which, 
perhaps, the Admiralty will supplement 
the statement made. The question of 
boilers is one of these. On this subject I 
am an amateur and outsider, though 
probably [ have been in more stokeholes 
than most Members, and speak as a person 
interested and, to a certain extent, in- 
forme. The proper attitude, it seems to 
me, for any civilian to assume towards 
the Belleville boilers is to stand outside 
the controversy and seek for proof that 
the enormous expenditure upon them 
is justified. My own opinion is that 


the case in favour of the Belleville 
boiler has not been sufficiently esta- 
blished, but I have bowed to the 


professional opinion of the Admiralty. 
It has heen very strongly represented as 
heing in favour of the Belleville boiler, 
and the country has been committed to a 
very large expenditure indeed on the 
ground that the Belleville boiler is not 
only a good boiler, but the best that could 
be produced under existing circumstances 
for Her Majesty’s ships. I have con- 
tended inside and outside this House that 
that proposition may be true, but that 
it has never yet been established. On 
many occasions I have stated that in 


my opinion it was necessary to 
make a real and fair trial under 
sear - going conditions between — two 


vessels, one fitted with Belleville boilers 
and the other fitted with Scotch boilers, 
and I have been given the assurance that 
such a trial should made. Such a 
trial has been made, but it has not been 
made clear in the course of this debate 
what the result of that trial was. As far 
as I can gather—and I hope the First 
Lord will contradict me if [am wrong 

in the case of the “ Highflyer” and the 
“ Minerva,” a trial has been made under 
something approximating to  sea-going 
conditions, and what has been the result ! 
The result has been that in every respect 
except one the Belleville boiler has been 
at an enormous disadvantage. The Belle- 
ville boiler has been far more extravagant 
in the consumption of coal, far more 
liable to injury, and has required far 
more repair than the Seotch boiler, 


he 





1283 Supply 
The First Lord of the Admiralty said 
last night that difficulties had arisen 
with regard to machinery. [have 
made a study of every report upon 
which I could lay my hands, both in the 
United States and in this country, with 
regard to trials of the Belleville boiler, 
and I think that that statement of the 
First Lord requires some qualification. 
Many of those difficulties have not been 
directly connected with the boilers, but 
many of them have, and that is par- 
ticularly the case in regard to the 
boilers of the “ Highflvyer” during the 
recent experiments. There has been a 
triumph for the “Minerva” the older and 
smaller ship-—in regard tothe consumption 
of coal, and the efficiency of the boilers 
after the trial has taken place —that is to 
say, there has been greater endurance and 
there has been greater economy. In one 
particular, no doubt, the * Highflyer ” had 
the advantage, that is, in the power of 
getting up steam from cold water or from 
hanked fires or their equivalent in a much 
shorter time than the “ Minerva.” That 
is an advantage. I have received from 
the Secretary of the United States Navy 
the whole of the reports of the United 
States Navy Department with regard to 
the steaming qualities of their ships during 
the war, and Ladmit that this power of 
getting up full pressure of steam at very 
short notice is very important. But I con- 
tend that if vou are to weigh advantage 
against advantage the balance is enor- 
mously on the side of the ship with the 
small consumption of coal and the small 
injury to boilers, and which can steam 
for a great distance, as against the ship 
which at very” short 
up steam. If the right hon. 
man had last session 
hefore made to the House a statement 
with regard to the Belleville boilers, 
which he then commended, as qualified by 
the results of the trial of the * Minerva ” 
and the “Highflyer,” this House would not 
have giventhe same ready acceptance to his 
conclusions as they did. I venture to 
support the appeal of the hon, Member 
for the Shipley Division that we should 
have further information with 
regard to the general character of this 
boiler before we are committed to any 
greater extent. [am not saying a word 
against the water-tube boiler. The water- 
tube boiler is bound to come. But there 
are many types of water-tube boilers. 


notice can get 
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The very boiler mentioned in the First 
Mr, Arnold-Forster. 
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Lord’s ‘statement —- the Babcock and 
Wileox boiler —has this enormous  ad- 
vantage in its favour, that it has found 
favour with the mercantile marine. — It 
has been tried in the “Sheldrake,” and, 
as far as [I have been able to see, the 
result has been extremely favourable, and 
| do think it is but fair that the result of 
the trial with the “ Highflyer ” 


Mr. GOSCHEN pointed out that the 
trials between the “ Highflyer” and the 
“ Minerva ” were not yet completed, and 
until the fall results, which would be laid 
before the House, had deen obtained it 
would be better not to base any argu 
ments upon them. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The right 
hon. Gentleman is quite justified in correct- 
ing me, but I have never stated they were 
concluded, because I know they are not. 
I contend, however, that I am justified in 
asking that, before we are committed any 
further, we should have more information, 
hecause the facts, as far as they go, are 
as I have stated. We are face to face 
with the fact that for a succession of 
years we have been told positively that 
the objections to the Belleville boiler did 
not hold good, and that Her Majesty's 
Navy were committed to those boilers. 
[ am glad to notice that this vear 
there is a slight qualitieation of that 
statement, that no pledge is given with 
regard to the boilering of the new ships, 
and that the Admiralty reserves its judg- 
ment. I fully accept the statement that 
the trials are incomplete. It may be that 
the full-speed trials of the “ Highflyer ” 
and the * Minerva” will produce a result 
which will vitiate the conclusions I have 
come to, and, therefore, to some extent, 
invalidate my argument based upon the 
result of the present trials, which, however, 
have been veryimportant andconsiderable. 
But I do ask that when those trials are 
completed the House may have an oppor 
tunity of knowing exactly what their ten- 
dency is. The Engineering Department 
of the Admiralty have been good enough 
to furnish me with a Return as to certain 
ships which have heen fitted with the 
3elleville boiler. Tam, as I say, not an 
expert, but [am one who has studied 
these matters very considerably, and, 
even so, 1 am bound to say that that 
Return is not avery lucid or a very 
enlightening document, probably owing 
to the involved character of the statistics 
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which had to be given, There is very 
little opportunity given on the face of the 
Return of forming a real judgment as to 
the merits of the ships. What I should 
like, when these trials of the “ Highflyer’’ 
and the “ Minerva” are completed, is a 
statement which can be understood by 
plain people who are not specialists, That 
is not too great a demand to make. Such 
a statement is made year after year by 
the United States Navy Department, and, 
though I am little more than a mere 
amateur, 1 do say that those statements 
are perfectly lucid, clear, and comprehen- 
sive. What we want is not a table with 
fifteen columns anda mass of statistics, 
which even a specialist who had given all 
his life to the matter would find some 
difficulty in interpreting, but a plain, 
straightforward statement, giving the im- 
pressions of persons of experience and 
knowledge as to what are the real advan- 
tages to our Navy in the circumstances 
in Which it is likely to be engaged of one 
particular system as against another. | 
do not pretend for a moment to set myself 
in opposition to the expert opinion of the 
Admiralty with regard to the Belleville 
boiler, but Ido ask, asa Member of the 
House of Commons, that Parliament may 
be frankly told the result of these trials, 
and why, if the Belleville boilers are to be 
adopted, they are supposed to he 
superior to the Scotch boilers, the Babcock 
and Wilcox boiler, and the many other 
types which are under trial at the present 
time. There is one other matter about 
which I should like to say a word. The 
right hon. Gentleman will no doubt think 
it is a hardy annual, but the circum- 
stances of the present year are excep- 
tional, and therefore, perhaps, I need not 
apologise for mentioning it again. I 
notice that the figures given with refe 
rence to the Naval Reserve were 
certain extent much more satisfactory 
than in the past year or two, and that 
more being done to render the 
Naval Reserve a really useful body in 
time of war. But I regret that still 
nothing is being done to utilise that one 
force which this country has in excess 
all other countries, the great 
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This vear we have seen the great assist- 
aiwe the War Office has obtained out of 
tie principle of volunteering. Nearly half 
oi the troops in South Africa at the pre- 
sent moment are volunteers, and I venture 
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to say they are not the worse half. I do 
hot quite understand and never have 
understood why the Admiralty has set its 
face against volunteers. Most of our 
great victories at sea in the past have 
been won largely by ships manned by 
volunteers. I include the privateering, 
which in itself is volunteering. There is cer- 
tainly nothing in the history of our nation 
which should prejudice us against volun- 
teers. Every year I go along the coast of 
these islands, in the inlets, up the rivers, 
and out at sea, and every year I become 
more and more impressed with the 
enormous reserve of power possessed by 
this country if it were but utilised. 
The hon. Member for Great Yarmouth 
is perfectly correct in saving that 
there are hundreds of — bluejackets 
in the Navy who have never’ been 
in a boat in their lives; there 
are thousands who do not know at a 
given hour how the tides are flowing or 
which way the winds are blowing ; there 
are thousands who have no more idea of 
the tides of the Channel of inland 
navigation or the coast navigation of this 
country than, I was going to say, the 
policeman at the door of this House ; 
but he probably knows more. There 
is a of men who know all 
these things; there are men to whom 
it would be a pleasure to sail their 
vessels into the Thames on the darkest 
night in the three hundred and sixty five 
of the year; there are men navigating 
their 4-ton cutters from the Lizard up the 
Channel without ever making a mistake ; 
hut we are not utilising the services of these 
men. The Admiralty once permitted an 
experiment in volunteering, but that ex- 
periment was all wrong. It was entirely 
wrong from start to finish. The wrong 
men were taken, and the wrong ofticers 
were selected. The men were put ona 
totally wrong job, Lawyers’ clerks and 
stockbrokers were set to scrub decks at 
half-past four in the morning, and had to 
do work which was a great deal better 
done by bluejackets. No imagination 
Was put into the thing. The Admiralty 
did not realise for a moment what the 
education, enterprise, and self-respect. of 
men of a certain class of life would 
enable them to do. They did not 
in the least grasp what the — special 
knowledge of seamanship — and 
on of the class of men to whom I 
have referred could do, and they put 
down a very heavy foot upon this volun- 
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teering experiment. I agreed with them 
and thought they were right in that case, 
but they have never yet allowed an experi- 
ment to be tried on a sane and reasonable 
footing. I have over and over again 
asked that at least a chance, an oppor- 
tunity should be given to this large class 
of very competent men. I am very 
largely at one with the hon, Member for 
Yarmouth as to the uselessness of the 
coast defences of this country. Those 
coast defences are in the hands of the 
Army. But I attach enormous import 
ance to the mobile defence of the country. 
It we were to go to war to-morrow, what 
would happen now would be what  hap- 
pened in 1805: we should have — the 
Channel from end to end swarming with 
the mobile defence—torpedo-hoats and 
commissioned hoats of every kind -of our 
enemy. 


r. GOSCHEN : And of our own. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: And of 
our own. That happened in 1805, and 
in 1808, and in 1813, when we were 
enormously superior at sea, and yet 
within sight of the harbour at Dover and 
within the limits of the Downs them- 
selves scores and hundreds of our coast- 
ing ships and larger ships were captured 
because the enen.y were very active at 
sea. These ships of the enemy were sent 
to sea with very large crews, and the 
whole power of our sea going Navy was 
unable to puta stop to their depredations. 
If the Navy were mobilised to-morrow, 
what would happen? We should have 
the Navy doing what the “blue- 
water school” very justly say they ought 
to do ; they would he going to the coasts 
of the enemy, and there no doubt they 
would be doing their best to destroy the 
enemy's fleet. That is their function, 
But there is absolutely no method by 
which men can be taken, from the 
personnel of our Navy, to provide for 
the mobile defence of our coasts. It is not 
even supposed to pe the province of 
the Navy; it is the province of the Army. 
[ have seen the Royal Engineer boats 
paddling about the harbours, and if you 
are depending upon them you are depend- 
ing upon a very slender reed indeed. Why 
is it you do not make use of those who 
know our coasts like an open book? If 
they are tried and found wanting, let the 
experiment be given up. But we have 
not tried it. Again [ put this pro- 
Mr, Arnold-Forster. 
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position to the right hon. Gentleman. 
Will he give any sort of encouragement, 
or if he can induce his naval advisers for 
once to lay aside—I do not like the word 
“prejudice,” because I have a_ sincere 
respect for the Naval Lords— to lay aside 
the view which so strongly possesses them 
that no good can come out of Volunteers, 
will he make this bargain, that if, in any 
mercantile or maritime port, a properly 
constituted Volunteer corps can be 
formed, with sutticient guarantees as 
regards money and_ efficiency, and 
able to provide two or more crews 
for a first-class torpedo - boat, he will 
allow them, under any conditions the 
Admiralty may like to make in regard to 
etliciency in the manning of the boat or 
in the stokehole or in the firing of the 
3-pounder gun, to take that boat in charge 
for twelve months and see whai they can 
make of it! That is a proposal which 
might fairly be considered by — the 
Admiralty. I will undertake to say that 
if the right hon. Gentleman will agree to 
do that ne will, within three weeks, get 
a response from half-a-dozen places round 
the coast. What is the worst that can 
happen! There are some three-score of 
these first-class torpedo boats laid up in 
our dockyards. Let the right hon. 
Gentleman offer one of these boats to the 
estuary of the Thames and another to 
Bristol, and see if he cannot get stoke- 
hold crews, bluejacket crews, officers and 
men, for these boats without any trouble 


‘at all. The Admiralty, I suppose, will 


say that the experiment is bound to fail. 
Well, even if it does fail, what harm is 
done! You will have given the use of 
an, at present, not used boat ; you will 
have damped the energy of a certain 
number of energetic men, and have shown 
them that they are as useless as you 
have supposed them to be. But _ if 
the experiment succeeds you — will 
have at your disposal the nucleus of a 
force which will put the whole present 
fixed defence of our coast absolutely in 
the shade. That is a proposition which 
[ have made before and which I now 
make again. I say that the circumstances 
of this year are propitious for such an ex- 
periment. We have had a revelation as 
to what volunteering can do, and I do 
hope that the Admiralty, in which [ can 
honestly and truly say I have the most 
unbounded confidence, will sympatheti- 
cally consider this proposition. I helieve 
there is value in the proposal, and I am 
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certain the experiment is worth trying. 
There is one other matter about which | 
shall speak upon another occasion, namely, 
the Royal Marines. I shall nét go into the 
matter now, but I believe that the Royal 
Marines are suffering from the treatment 
they have received, and that they have 
grievances which are graye and increasing, 
and which ought to be redressed. If an 
opportunity is afforded me at a later 
stage of this debate, 1 shall endeavour to 
bring forward as clearly as I can the 
grounds which justify me in believing 
that the interference of the Board is abso- 
lutely necessary for the protection of that 
splendid force and for the removal of an 
injustice which I believe to be a real and 
a growing one. | shall urge this matter 
upon the attention of the First Lord, 
because it is one of the matters, perhaps 
the only matter, concerning the Navy 
about which I think I know as much as 
or even more than the right hon, Gentle. 
man does himself. I believe | know more 
than he does about this matter, because, 
from the very nature of the case, the 
fecling which exists and which I have 
known to exist for years among the 
Royal Marines is not likely to come to 
him exactly as it has come tome. IJ have 
never sought for grievances ; I have never 
asked a soldier or a sailor if he had a 
grievance ; but for fifteen years I have 
been intimately associated with naval 
otticers and with Royal Marine ofticers, 

and I have learned what | have been told. 

Within the last two years I have seen a 

development of a feeling of unrest and 

discontent in the Royal Marines which has 
alarmed me, and when I come to ask my- 
self whether that discontent is unreason- 

able or whether that dissatisfaction with 

their condition is a feeling which I can 

blame, I am bound to answer the ques- 

tion in the negative, an@ to say that it is 

natural, that it is one which anybody situ- 

ated in the same position would have, and 

that being so I believe I have no alterna- 

tive but to bring the matter before the 

only tribunal which can really give any 

satisfaction in the matter. This question 

is the only one in regard to which I differ 

from the Admiralty, and I shall take 

another opportunity of brniging it before 

the attention of the House. 


*Mr. WEIR (fioss and Cromarty) sin- 
cerely hoped the First Lord of the Ad- 
mairalty would not a year hence inform 
the House there was a difficulty in getting 
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guns manufactured. Such an excuse was 
a libel upon the manufacturing community 
of this the greatest manufacturing country 
in the world. The cause of the difficulty 
was that the work was concentrated in 
one or two shops. — If orders were given 
to other manufacturers they would be en- 
couraged to lay down the necessary plant 
and machinery for the production of guns, 
but it was not to be expected they would 
go to that expense unless assured of orders. 
He also expressed the hope that at the 
earliest possible moment the old muzzle- 
loading guns would be dene away with 
and replaced by quick-firing guns. As to 
the disposition of the training ships, why 
did not the Government send one to the 
north-west of Scotland, where there would 
be no difficulty in obtaining just the class 
of boy who should beencouraged to join the 
Navy. He agreed with the hon. Gentleman 
who last spoke, that there werean enormous 
number of men all round the coast who 
might be drawn upon .for the Naval 
Volunteer force. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had spoken of bringing in a short 
Act of Parliament to raise 10,000 men 
for this force. They could not secure 
men competent stokers without 
adequate training. If thev employed 
incompetent men as stokers the boilers of 
ow ships would he seriously damaged. 
With regard to surgical instruments, he 
hoped the Admiralty would take care that 
those supplied were up to date, and not 
antiquated instruments which he had seen 
in use in military hospitals, 


as 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: I assure the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
that with regard to the surgical instru- 
ments supplied to medical officers they 
are of the very latest and most up-to-date 
pattern. It is the desire of the Admiralty 
when dealing with the Reserve that every 
possible attention should be paid to the 
peculiar circumstances of the localities, 


and T am sure that the hope which 
the hon. Member has expressed will 
be attended to. There are one or 
two important questions of — policy 
which have been raised to-night, 
as well as others of equal import- 
ance raised with reference to water- 


tube boilers. To these my right hon. 
friend the First Lord of the Admiralty 
will take an early opportunity of reply- 
ing, but by the rules of the debate I am 
precluded from taking any further part 
in the present discussion. With regard 
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to one or two questions raised by hon. | 
Gentlemen opposite, and especially with 
regard to the question raised by the hon. 
Member for the Middleton Division of 
Lancashire, I wish at once to say that I 
am not able now to compare the rations 
of the Royal Marines with what they 
were forty years ago, but I have every 
reason for believing that they are of the 
very best quality. There is no limitation 
upon the prices paid for the victualling of 
the Royal Marines either afloat or ashore, 
and they should be of the very highest 
possible quality. As a matter of fact, 
very few complaints indeed have been 
made during the time I have been at the 
Admiralty of any of the contractors who 
supply provisions to the Royal Marines, 
and in every case where the complaints 
have been substantiated and proved those 
contractors have been removed from the 
list of tenderers. We desire to make the 
service as attractive as possible, and 
I entirely agree with hon. Member 
who expressed this view; and | 
feel sure that if he were to pay, 
a visit to the Royal Marine barracks he 
would find that they are equal, if not 
superior, to any other barracks in the 
country. The Admiralty certainly have 
had the comfort of the force before them, 
and they have spent very considerable 
sums of money in providing conveniences 
and attractions for the divisions when 
they are in barracks. I would also 
remind the hon, Gentleman that, so far 
as our recruiting for the force is concerned, 
the returns are very satisfactory, and 
there is nothing to show that there is 
anything under the surface to tell against 
the very best Class ot recruits joining. 
The hon. Member for Kirkcaldy called 
my attention to the contract for the 
supply of linoleum. IT have had my 
attention directed to it on previous 
occasions, and I have no reason to suppose 
from reports which I have received from 
Her Majesty’s ships that there is any 
ground for his allegations. The question 
has been brought before me, and it will 
receive the attention of the administra- 
tion. My hon. friend the Member for East 
Islington asked whether the attention of 
the Admiralty had been directed to the 
colonial coal supply. I can assure him 
that we are not only considering this 
matter as an abstract question, but for 
some years past we have been making 
experiments on board ship as regards the 


coal supply from our various colonies, and , 


Mr. Mucartney, 
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especially from Australia. We have 
found a considerable quantity of it abso- 
lutely unfit for use in Her Majesty's ships, 
but, our attention has been recently 
directed to some other qualities which 
we can use locally, and to one or two 
of those qualities which we hope to give 
a full and effective trial. It is a 
question of the highest importance, 
and the officials responsible are paying 
very close attention to the matter, 
The hon. Member for Middlesbrough, 
who is not in his place, alluded to the 
question of transports, and criticised the 
manner in which they had been taken up 
by the Admiralty. He made suggestions 
of such a character that | do not think it 
is proper to pass over without some 
notice. He stated that there was con- 
siderable distrust in shipping circles at 
the manner in which we hal dealt with a 
certain firm in Liverpool. [ have had 
many opportunities of meeting those 
engaged in the shipping trade in the city 
of Liverpool, and I have never heard one 
of the suggestions which the hon. Member 
for Middlesbrough has alleged. All | 
ean say is that if anybody entertains the 
views which the hon. Member has stated 
have come to his notice, those views are 
absolutely without any foundation what- 
ever. No preference was ever given by 
the Admiralty, or by any official of 
the Admiralty, to any shipowner o1 
any shipping firm, whether they were 
or were not connected with any individual 
in this House. As to the particular ships 
he alluded to and the price paid for the 
mules in connection with those ships, | 
may state to the House at once that they 
were actually the lowest price which we 
paid for transporting any mules, and 
there is not the slightest foundation for 
supposing that, first of all, the owners of 
the ship got the contracts from us and 
then took up the ships. The ships were 
offered to us in the ports where they were 
ready for the purposes for which we 
required them, and I have not the 
slightest ground for suspecting, nor has 
anybody at the Admiralty or elsewhere, 
that anything of the character suggested 
took place in connection with the trans: 
port service. Every opportunity was 
given that could possibly be given to 
other shipowners to supply what ‘we 
required from them ; and far from giving 
any preference to the firm mentioned, | 
have no reason to doubt that that firm 
considers itself on some occasions to have 
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been rather hardly used by the Admiralty. 
The hon. Member for Middlesbrough went 
on to speak of the victualling of the troops. 
He did not, however, make himself 
responsible for the statement which he 
brought to the notice of the House, but 
he asked for assurances that they were 
not true. As many letters have appeared 
from time to time in the papers, I think 
it is desirable to state the cirzumstances. 
The victualling of the troops has been 
carried out ona very considerable scale. 
Some 54,291 men were victualled for 
forty-two days. The provisions 
medical comforts amount to 6,775 tons, 
and the transport gear, including bedding 
and horse gear, amount to 10,555 tons. 
All this vast amount of provisions and 
transport gear was placed on board these 
transports without interfering in the 
slightest degree with the ordinary work 
of the victualling yards, and without 


heing one single moment in arrear. 
What has been the result! I have 


received eighty-seven reports from the 
commanding officers of the troops in 
eighty-seven transports. Of these eighty- 
seven reports sixty refer to transports 


victualled by the Admiralty. Out 
of those sixty cases in forty - four 
there were absolutely no complaints, 


and when I say that I am, to a certain 
extent, understating it, because in almost 
every case the commanding © officer 
expressed himself in the highest degree 
satisfied with the provision made for the 
troops. I will only quote one instance, 
and that is the case of the ** Dunera.” In 
this case one or two complaints were 
made with regard to the flour, but in 
each case a fresh issue was made. With 


regard to the remaining ships, the com- , 
adopt a system of that sort. 


plaints have been, in most cases, of a very 
trivial character, and so far as provisions 
are concerned the complaints are entirely 
confined to the salt beef provided. In 
only a few cases has this beet been actually 
condemned. When I tell the House that 
over 400,000Ib. of salt beef have been 
placed aboard these vessels, and only 
1,000]b. at the outside were condemned, 
I think the House will recognise that, 
generally speaking, the service has been 
carried out in a satisfactory manner. [ 
may say that in regard to the casks of 
salt beef landed from the ships at 


Cape Town about which there were any 
complaints, the whole of it has heen 
surveyed by a Naval Board, and a tele- 
graphic report of the survey which has 


VOL. LXXIX. 


[FOURTH SERIES. | 


{27 Fepruary 1900} 


and , 





(Navy Estimates). 1294 
been received proves to be quite satisfae- 
| tory. In providing very large quantities 
of provisions of that character in accord- 
ance with the regulations laid down by 
the War Office, where, on account of the 
long sea voyage, fresh provisions cannot be 
provided, itis not unnatural that some small 
portion of it may not be in first-rate order. 
[ think, however, speaking generally, the 
House will be ready to recognise that, on 
the whole, the victualling of this very large 
number of men has been carried out with 
satisfactory results. The hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dundee earlier in the 
evening asked a question about the new 
forms of Admiralty contracts. and across 
the Table of the House I used an expres- 
sion which I will modify now, because 
it may carry to his mind, and to the mind 
of the House, an impression which I do 
not wish to convey— namely, that the 
delay in issuing the new form of 
contract is entirely owing to the law. 
The necessities of the case have 
been the cause of prolonged conferences 
between those responsible for the legal 
phraseology and the professional advisers 
of the Admiralty. It has not always 
been possible to arrange meetings just 
when each side were prepared to consult. 
The matters to be decided are of great 
magnitude, governing in the future large 
and important interests, and I do not 
think the hon. Gentleman himself will be 
inclined to complain very bitterly if we 
prefer to take time in deciding the form 
of this contract. The hon. Member asked 
if we had any information with regard to 
the system adopted in the United States 
Engineering Office. I may say that the 
information we possess of that system is 
not of such a character as to lead us to 
Mv hon. 
friend the Member for the Shipley 
Division ot Yorkshire, who spoke earlier 
this evening, was good enough to approve 
of the proposals inserted in the First Lord’s 
statement with regard to the improved 
conditions of pay and other matters con- 
nected with the engineering branch of the 
Navy, but he was not prepared to admit 
altogether the proposition, which my hon. 
hon. friend laid down with absolute 
correctness, as to the position of the 
engineering officer on board Her Majesty's 
ships. In order to remove any misap- 
prehension, I wish to state that there is 
no difference between the engineer officer 
and the ordinary officer of the executive 
and combatant branch of the Navy with 


22 
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regard to the power of inflicting punish-| 


ment. There is only one authority as to 
punishment on board ship, and that is the 
commanding officer and his deputy, the 
executive officer. The engineer officer is 
in the same position as the first lieutenant, 
who would have no more power to punish 


a bluejacket or a stoker than the chief 


engineer. Therefore, so far, no engineer 
officer suffers any disparity of position 
compared with officers of the combatant 
branch. The position which the chief 
marine officer occupies is this : that he has 
no more power to punish on a question of 
discipline or insubordination, or any 
other breach of the rules of discipline on 
board Her Majesty’s ships, than the first 
lieutenant, and his power of punishment 
is solely confined to those delegated to 
him by the commanding officer, such as 
questions of kits not being properly 
arranged, or if the men come up unshayen 


on parade. He has no power whatever | 


to punish on questions of discipline, and 
so far he and the engineer officer are pre- 
cisely onthesame lines. My hon. friendasks 
me a question as to whether, in the Report, 
of the Committee, we did not recommend 
that the engineer officers of the Royal 
Navy should form a separate corps with 
executive rank. I can tell my hon. 
friend that we recommended nothing of 
the sort or anything approaching it, for 
very excellent reasons. The engineer 
ofticers who appeared before the Com- 
mittee and gave evidence differed on 
many questions, but they were absolutely 
unanimous upon this point, that they «id 
not desire to have general executive 
authority. They admitted that it was 
a matter which they could not deal 
with, and that it was entirely outside 
the position which they occupied on 
board ship. My hon. friend the 
Member for the Shipley Division said 
nothing should be left undone by the 
Admiralty to prevent the best engineering 
men leaving the service and to induce 
others to join. Upon that point I 
entirely agree with the hon. Member, 
Int I dispute altogether the suggestion 
that the best men in the engineering 
branch of the service are leaving, for they 
are doing nothing of the sort. Nor can 
[ for one moment admit that there are 
any grounds for supposing that the 
entries in Keyham College are not of a 
very good class. [ only wish hon. Members 
of this House who are interested in the 
engineering branch would go down to 


Mr. Macartney. 
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Keyham and see what is being done there 
to prepare these men for carrying out the 
important duties in connection with Her 
Majesty’s Navy. Iam sure they would 
be struck, as I was struck when I went 
to Keyham College, by their remarkably 
good appearance, and I was told by their 
officers that their conduct there was 
excellent. It must not be supposed for a 
moment that those responsible for the 
administration of the Admiralty are not 


‘fully aware of the importance of securing 


the very best material they can get for 
the engineering branch of the Navy. 1 
am bound to say that when we come to 
compare the advantages offered to those 
who enter the engineering branch ; when 
we consider their absolute security of 
employment and the advantages they get 
when they leave the service, ana compare 
it with those who go into the general 
engineering professions of the country 
and have to fight their battles against 
severe competition, I unhesitatingly say 
that comparing the prospects in the Navy 
and the advantages in the shape of a 
pension with the chances of success, 
which are few and far between, in the 
civil engineering of the country, there is a 
great deal to be said for the opportunities 
that the engineering profession offers 
under the flag of the Royal Navy. There 
are one or two other administrative 
reforms in connection with engineer 
otticers in Her Majesty's service which 
have been carried out by the Admiralty, 
and which, in connection with this Com- 
mittee, have not been stated, and to which 
we attach very great importance. I 
ouly desire to say, in conclusion, that 
we give the very fullest consideration 
and the amplest opportunities to all 
branches of the engineering department 
of the Royal Navy to lay their views 
before us, and [ think those views 
have heen laid before us in a very admir- 
able manner. Some of them took an 
opportunity of repudiating as strongly as 
possible the idea that the view circulated 
in pamphlets at all represented the general 
wishes of the officers of the engineering 
branches. I think [have now dealt with 
most of the questions which have been 
raisedinthisidebate, but there is one matter 
which was alluded to by the non. Member 
for the Hallam Division of Sheffield. 
We are very glad to hear that the armour- 
plate manufacturers hope to largely 
increase their output. As a matter of 
fact, during the last few weeks the output 
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has been increased ; but it is also a fact | 
that ships being constructed by con- | 
tractors to the Admiralty as well as in | 
Her Majesty’s dockyards have been, 
delayed by the failure of the.armour con- 
tractors to make delivery of plates. Iam | 
not saying that the manufacturers have 
not had great difficulties to contend with 
or that their delay has been in any way 
deliberate, or that they have not exerted 
themselves to the utmost to overcome 


difficulties, but nevertheless it is 
undoubtedly a fact that these delays 
have taken place. I believe, how- 


ever, we may look forward in future to a_ 
very much larger and more rapid detivery, | 
and no persons. will be more pleased if 
the hopes of my right hon. friend are | 
realised than the Board of Admiralty. I | 
do not know that any other questions 
have been raised to which I need reply at | 
this stage, and perhaps I may be allowed 
to appeal to the House generally to let us 
take this stage of the Navy Estimates 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


SUPPLY. 


(In the Committee.) 
Navy Estimates, 1900-1901. 
114,880 men and boys :— 
Resolution to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
~ That a sum, not exceeding £5,527,000, | 
he granted to Her Majesty, to defray the 
Expenses of Wages, etc. to Officers, | 
Seamen and Boys, Coastguard, and Royal 
Marines, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1901.” 


“Str JOHN COLOMB: I do not know | 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- | 
ment to proceed with these Votes now. 
The First Lord of the Admiralty has not 
replied to several points which I raised, | 
and T assume, following the usual custom, 
there will be a general discussion on this 
Vote. Ifso, lam quite prepared to go 
on, but I think it would be better to 
report progress. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
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now, | 


Considered in Committee. 


adjourn. 
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and ask leave to sit again.”—(Sir Johu 


Colomb.) 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I have no objection 
to progress being reported. I have 
already spoken twice and cannot now 
reply to my hon. and gallant friend, but 
I shall be glad to have an opportunity of 
doing so in the course of these debates. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): Would 


| the First Lord of the Admiralty tell us 


in what order the Votes will be taken 
when we resume on Thursday 4 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I think Vote 8 will 


follow Vote 1. 


Mr. KEARLEY : That is quite contrary 
tothe regular practice. The right hon. 
Gentleman is trying to get an enormous 
sum of money in one night. Vote 1 
is for five and a half millions, and hy 
Vote 8 he would get twelve millions. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : 


I only suggested 


that Vote 8 might follow Vote 1 if there 
| were time. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow ; 
Committee also report Progress; to sit 
again To-morrow. 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY SOCIE- 
TIES) (No. 2) BILL. 


Order read, for resumed Adjourned 


| Debate [13th February], “That the Bill 


' be now read a second time.” 


Question again proposed. 

Debate resumed. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I beg to move that the House do now 


The business was principally 
Supply, which is now exhausted, and it is 


generally understood that on such occa- 
sions further business is not taken. | 
move, Sir. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


|“ That this House do now adjourn.” 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, S.): 


I appeal to my hon. friend not to oppose 
“That the Chairman do report Progress ; | this Bill coming before the House, as it 


1299 Adjournment of 


was understood it would be considered hon. Gentleman has just said. 
I appeal to the House to give would be very advantageous to 


to-night. 
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the House. 


1300 


I think it 
the 


it Second Reading now, as the measure has Friendly Societies of this country if the 
the unanimous approval and support of Bill were passed. 


Friendly Societies throughout the country. 


Mr. MALCOLM 


Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manel’r | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol | 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Brassey, Albert 

Sullard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Cornwallis. FiennesStanley W. 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncembe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJd(Mane’r | 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher. William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 

Colville, John 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Denny, Colonel 

Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Emmott, Alfred 

Engledew, Charles John 
Evans. Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


Mr. Strachey. 


(Suffolk, 
market): I quite agree with what the 63. 


Stow- 


AYES. 


Fry, Lewis 
Gedge, Sydney 


Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (C. of Lon.) | 


| Giles, Charles Tyrrell 


Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


| Gorst. Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 


Goschen, RtHnG.J(StGeorge’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 


| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Gretton, John i 


| Hamilton. Rt. Hn. Lord George 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Win. 


| Hardy, Laurence 


Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Houston, R. P. 

Keswick, William 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D.-(Cornw’]) | 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charies(Liverpool) 
M‘kKillop, James 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Massey- Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 


NOES. 
Heath, James 
Holland, William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Johnson-Ferguson,Jabez Edw. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon, James 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb’land 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lough, Thomas 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
MacDonnell, Dr. MA(Qn.’sCo. ) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Maddison, Fred. 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants. ) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morrell, Geo. Herbert 
Morton, Ed. J. C. (Devonport) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 97 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 44.) 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington,R. (Lanes,Newton} 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
tentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep'] 
tussell, T. W. (‘Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. 
Smith, Abel H. (Christehureh) 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napie 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wim. E. Murray 
Walrond, Kt. Hn.SirWilliam H 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A.C. E. 
(Taunton) 
Williams, Joseph P.- ( Birm.) 
Wilson-Todd. W. H. (Yorks) 
Wortley, Rt.Hn.C.B. Stuart 


THE AYES 
and = Mr. 


TELLERS FOR 
Mr. Caldwell 
Cohen. 


Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Souttar, Robinson 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway ; 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Woodhouse,Sir J.T. (Hud’sf'd) 
Young, Commander ( Berks, E) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Strachey and = Mr. 
Malcolm. 


Adjourned at ten minutes before Twelve o'clock. 
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Wednesday, 


BILL BUSINESS. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE 
RAILWAY BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE 


NEWRY, KEADY, AND TYNAN LIGHT | 
RAILWAY BILL. 

Report [27th February] from the | 
Select Committee on Standing Orders 
read. 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
John Redmond, Colonel Saunderson, Mr. 
T. M. Healy, Mr. Archdale, and Mr. 
Carvill. 

ABERDEEN CORPORATION 

WAYS BILL. 

Report [27th February] from the Select 

Committee on Standing Orders read. 


TRAM- 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Bryce and Mr. Pirie. 
DUBLIN ELECTRIC LIGHTING BILL. 
Report [27th February] from the Select 
(committee on Standing Orders read, 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
T. M. Healy and Mr. William Moore. 


PETITIONS. 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition of the Disestablishment Council 
ot Scotland against, to lie upon the 
Table. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES 

SUPERANNUATION BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Cosford ; 


Nottingham ; and Shanklin ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


OFFICERS’ 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

Petition of the Mining Association of | 
Great Britain, against, to lie upon the | 
Table. 

Petitions in favour, from Darton ; | 
Wombwell Main; Woolley ; 
Dewsbury Moor; Chickenley Heath ; , 
Ravensthorpe ; Soothill Wood ; Bridge- | 
VOL. LXXIX. [FourtH Series. ] 
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water ; Babbington ; Audley ; Kidsgrove ; 
Chesterton ; Talk o’ th’ Hill; Clunway ; 
Brownhills ; Knutton; Tunstall; Bun- 
ker’s Hill; Golden Hill; Harriseahead ; 
Alsagers Bank ; Bucknall ; Birchenwood 
(two); Pittshill; Brown Edge; Killa- 
marsh ; Staveley ; West Kiveton; Duns- 
ton; Bolsover; Beighton; Whitwell ; 
Coppice ; Lassodie ; Farrington ; Spring- 
field ; Greyfield ; Timsbury ; Clandown ; 
Chorley ; Huish; Camerton; Kilmers- 
don: Tyning; Brereton Coppice ; New 
Oaks ; Beeston Manor ; Thornhill ; New 
Hucknall; Netherton; Lochgelly ; East 
Ardsley ; Gawthorpe ; — Bruntcliffe ; 
Wheldale; Pontefract ; | Cartwright ; 
Rawdon ; Tonge; Bond’s Main; Car- 
house ; Outfield ; Dearham ; Camerton ; 
Robin Hood; Bullgill; Seaton Moor ; 
Wharncliffe ; Woodmoor ; Cannock and 
Rugeley ; Brereton Hayes ; Middlestown ; 
Netherseal ; Reservoir; Ellistown ; Ib- 
stock; Nailstone; and Bagworth Col- 
lieries ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE (EXTEN- 
SION TO WOMEN) BILL. 
Petition from Cheddar, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1845. 


Petition from Dalziel, for 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


alteration 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Market Harborough, -in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Leamington 
Spa; and Prescot ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 


Petition from Newport (Salop), in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Dollar; 


Kirkintilloch ; and Saltcoats ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


VACCINATION ACTS. 


Petition from Cardiff, for alteration of 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
Sh 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
NAVY (DOCKYARD EXPENSE 
ACCOUNTS 1898-9). 

Annual Accounts presented, for 1898-9 
of Shipping and Dockyard Transactions, 
&e., with Keport of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 77.] 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. 

Copy presented, of 
Committee of Council on Education, dated 
26th February, 1900, providing for 
Grants on Account of the Education of 
Defective and Epileptic Children, and 
prescribing Conditions to be fulfilled by 
Certified Schools for such Children [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS. 
_ Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 8th February ; Mr. Hobhouse] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PIERS AND HARBOURS (PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS). 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade of their Proceedings 
under the General Pier and Harbour 
Act, 1861, and the General Pier and 
Harbour Act (1861) Amendment Act [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 78.] 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): In 
moving the Second Reading of this Bill 
I would remind the House that an exactly 
similar measure has already been debated 
in three Parliaments. The first debate 
took place in 1892, when the Second 
Reading was rejected by a majority of 
112.* The next debate was in 1893, when 
the Second Reading was carried by a 
majority of seventy-eight.; In 1894 
the Bill passed the same stage by a 
majority of eighty-seven, but was de- 





* For Second Reading Debate see The 
Parliamentary Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. 
ii., page 1557 (23rd March, 1892). Division :— 
For Second Reading, 160; Against, 272. 
(Division List—1892—No. 52.) 

+ For Second Reading Debate see The 
Parliamentary Debates [Yourth Series], Vol. 
xi., page 1841 (8rd May, 1893). Division :— 
For Second Reading, 279; Against, 201. 


(Division List—1893—No. 63.) 


{COMMONS} 


Minute of the | 


Hours) Bill. L304 


feated in Committee.! In 1897 the Second 
Reading was rejected by a majority of 
forty-one.s But while the Bill has met 
with varying fortunes in the House, the 
feeling in its support amongst the great 
class of workers for whose benefit it is 
intended has been growing and strengthen- 
ing, and I believe [ am justified in saying 
that the support accorded to the Bill by 
the miners themselves has never been as 
great as it is today. The Miners’ 
Federation has within the last few 
months received a great accession 
of strength from South Wales, and 
that part of the country may now he 
regarded as solidly in favour of the Bill. 
Only one-sixth of the mining community 
is opposed to the Bill, and even that sixth 
is not opposed to the principle of a reduc- 
tion in the hours of labour, but only to 
the method of carrying out that principle. 
The number of persons employed in coal 
mines, according to the Return for 1896, 
was 678,690, of whom 545,572 worked 
underground. If to these are added at least 
two millions of persons dependent upon 
the miners, it will be seen how large a 
section of the community are directly 
interested in this Bill. ‘The object of the 
Bill is to shorten the hours of labour 
underground of persons employed in 
mines to eight per day. Is there anyone 
inside the House or out of it acquainted 
with the arduous condition of a miner's 
life who is prepared to say that eight 
hours continuous labour underground is 
not sufficient for any man of average 
health and strength ? So far as I can 
ascertain there is no difference of opinion 
upon this pointamong the leading statesmen 
who have spoken on this subject, whether 
they have favoured or opposed this Bill. 
Nor is there any dispute whatever among 
labour representatives on the merits of the 
object we seek to accomplish ; the only 
difference of opinion is as to the method 
of obtaining that end. The House is well 
aware that the opposition of one section 


+ For Second Reading Debate see Th: 
Parliamentary Debates [Fourth Series!, Vole 
xniii., page 1329 (25th April, 1894). Division : 
For Second Reading, 281; Against, 194. 
(Division List—1894—-No. 34.) For Debates 
in Committee see Vol. xxvill., page 800 
(13th August, 1894); and page 1001 
(14th August, 1894). (Division List- 1894 
No. 232.) 

§ For Second Reading Debate see Thr 
Parliamentary Debates [Fourth Series), Vol. 
xIviii., p. 1541 (5th May, 1897). Division : 
For Second Reading, 186; Against, 227. 
(Division List—1897—No. 190.) 
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1305 Mines (Eight f28 FEBRUARY 1900} Hours) Bill. 1306 
of miners and their representatives here,’ second way of obtaining a reduction in 
for whom I feel a sincere personal respect, the hours of labour is by strikes of work- 

hased on the method we propose of | men. Is there anyone in this House who 
carrying out thisreform. My hon. friends would commend that barbarous method 
are in the happy position of representing | of settling questions of this kind? We 
adults who work on the average con-, have lately been helped by graphic news- 
siderably less than eight hours per day, paper accounts of sieges to realise some- 
and they have told us again and again , thing of the misery and hardships that 
that it is their earnest desire to see miners | they involve; but the same kind 
in other parts of the country enjoy the of suffering--much of it, most of it 
privileges which they have obtained. , indeed—- inflicted upon very _ large 
The representatives of Northumberland) numbers of innocent women — and 
and Durham, who oppose this Bill, are children is experienced in this country 
quite prepare .d to support an Eight Hours | during a coal strike. And when the fight 
Bill for the whole of Scotland. ~T gather, is successful there is no guarantee that 
therefore, that their only objection to the , the reduction will be per ‘manent. Let 
Bill is its application to the counties of |me give the House one instance of an 
Northumberland and Durham, where adult attempt made to settle the question in 
miners already work considerably less this way. It is the case of a colliery 
than eight hours a day, but where a very where an eight hours day was in force ; 

large number of youths work between ten | the hours were raised to nine, but after a 
and eleven hours. They ask us to sym-| while the miners requested to be allowed 
pathise with men who work less than | to return to an eight hours day. The 
eight hours a day, and we ask them to! employer refused. _ The men tried to 
svmpathise with men who work con-! force him to consent, and they were 
siderably more than eight hours a day. | locked out for six weeks. They again 
Now there are three ways in which this attempted it, and were locked out for 
question may be settled. The first is by , three weeks. No one will advocate that 
arrangement between masters and men ;or way of settling the question, when we 
failing agreement, by strikes; or in the have at hand a much simpler and more 
last resort, by legislation. As regards the | effective method which has already been 
first method, many attempts have been successfully adopted in other directions, 
made in various parts of the country to and which would avoid all the loss 
obtain an eight-hour day as a concession , and injury, the strife and bitterness 
from employers. But in most cases these which a series of strikes would cause. 
attempts have failed. In South Wales Now I come to the case of the opponents 
and Monmouthshire, in Derbyshire, in, whose efforts have hitherto secured the 
Scotland and in’ Lancashire repeated | | defeat of the Bill. Iam happy to think 
attempts have been made to establish an | that many employers support the Bill, 
eight-hour day by agreement, but with-, but many undoubtedly oppose it very 
out success, We have heen asked to give | strongly. The nature of their arguments 
up appealing to the Legislature, “but | may be judged from the fact that thev 
what inducement to abandon. this Bill | place in the forefront of their objections 
can its opponents offer? The grievance | to the Bill the contention that Parliament 
would never be abated by agree- | has no right to interfere with the hours 
ment. The very arguments used by | | of adult male labour, and that legislation 
employers against the Bill show that it is | of that character is an undue interference 
hopeless to expect the matter to be settled | withthe liberty of the subject. For my own 
by voluntary agreement. In the case of part I can see absolutely no difference in 
factories, Parliament was convinced that principle between the right of Parliament 
the desired change could not be brought | to interfere with male labour and the 
about by agreement, and it will sooner or right, which has long been acknowledged 
atieg arrive at the same conviction in the | and acted upon, to interfere with female 
ase of coal mines. The powerful organi-| labour. Both cases, in my judgment, 
idee which represents by far the greatest ‘stand upon the same footing. But 
number of organised miners in the country Parliament has, indirectly it is true, but 
has, after repeated attempts to settle the , none the less effectually, exercised the 
question by agreement, come long ago to; right of interfering with adult male 
the conclusion that the problem can only | labour by the Factory Acts. If you 

he satisfactorily solved by legislation. The} limit the hours of labour for women and 
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children in factories you practically output will be decreased or not, 


limit the hours of labour of the 
men who have to work with them. 
But, apart from the Factory Acts, 
the liberty of the subject has been inter- 
fered with by such laws as the Truck 
Acts, the Merchant Shipping Acts, rail- 
way and sanitary legislation, and by 
statutes preventing certain classes of adult 
males from working at their occupations 
on Sundays and Bank Holidays. — Still 
more important is the fact that the mining 
industry is regulated in every detail by 
the Coal Mines Regulation Act. — Parlia- 
ment is constantly interfering in various 
ways with individuals and with classes for 
the good of those classes and for the 
general welfare of the community. That, 
after all, must be the supreme law ina 
well-ordered State, and it is because I 
helieve that this measure is for the good 
of miners, and indirectly for the benefit 
of the community at large, that I com- 
mend it to the acceptance of the House. 
The opponents of the Bill argue that if 
passed it will increase the price of coal 
and reduce wages. But these arguments 
must be to a large extent mutually 
destructive, because if the price of coal is 
increased that will avoid the necessity 
for a reduction in wages, whereas 
if wages are reduced there — will, 
to that extent, be no necessity 
for raising prices. It has been sought to 
prejudice the public against the Bill by 
stating that its effect will be to raise the 
price of coal, and the most extravagant 
statements have been made as to what 
that increase is likely to be. I do not for 
a moment admit that the price will be 
raised, and it is most unfair to hold 
miners responsible for the enormous in- 
crease in the price of coal. It may be 
surprising to many persons to know that 
the coalheaver only gets on an average 
two shillings per ton for his work ; there 
are cases in which he gets more, but there 
are mines in Lancashire in which he is 
only paid one shilling per ton for his 
labour. There is a vast and mysterious 
margin between the wages paid per ton 
to the coal-getters, the other workmen 
employed about a mine, and the profits 
of colliery proprietors on the one hand, 
and the price paid by the householder on 
the other. Perhaps the railway com- 


panies know something about that 
margin. But the question whether the 


price will be increased or wages re- 
duced depends upon whether the 


Mr, Lewis. 


The practical experience of a number 
of collieries is that when the hours of 
labour have been reduced the output has 
been increased. Long hours of work 
means half-hearted and _ listless work - 
shorter hours, provided that the reduction 
is kept within reasonable limits, means 
increased production and more regular 
work. On this point [ commend to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite the speech made by 
the Member for West Birmingham in the 
debate of 1892,* and the very powerful 
arguments by which he supported the 
view that the output would not he 
diminished by an Fight Hours Act. — In 
the course of the debates on this Bill we 
have been treated to the «sual dismal 
prophecies that the passing of the Bill 
will result in a loss to the coal mining 
industry. These predictions have been 
made again and again at every stage of 
the legislation which has been passed 
during the last fifty years to improve the 
conditions of labour in factory, workshop, 
and mine, and they have invariably been 
falsified. I believe that the mining 
industry can afford this concession 
to workmen, and that in the end 
it will gain considerably by it. We 
are not dealing with a decaying 
industry. The output of coal has been 
increasing at the average rate of two and 
a half millions of tons per annum. That 
is doubtless due in large measure to im- 
proved machinery. But if machinery can 
be so improved as to do a larger quantity 
of mechanical work, is it not right that 
the human worker should have his hours 
of labour curtailed to a reasonable extent! 
He deserves our sympathy. Coal mining 
is one of the most dangerous occupations 
that a man can follow. More than a 
thousand colliers are killed every year, 
and the number of non-fatal accidents is 
enormous. [ cannot help comparing 
these losses with those sustained by our 
troops in the field. The proportion of 
killed to wounded in a battle is 10 per 
cent., but the proportion of non-fatal to 
fatal accidents in coal mines is much 
greater, and the mining casualties for a 
single year are said toamount to 125,000. 
Let it be remembered that this is an 
annual toll from which there is no respite. 
I believe that the number of killed and 
wounded in the present war now 
amounts to about 8,000, and that 

*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. ii., p. 1582. 
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1309 Mines (ight {28 FEBR 
we trust will soon be at an end. 
Now, without committing myself to 


the perfect accuracy of the basis of 
comparison I have used, I venture to say 
that the class of men who take their lives 
in their hands every time they descend a 
coal mine, and who thereby daily render 
service to their country in # perilous war- 
fare with the forces of nature, are as 
worthy of the sympathy of their fellow- 
countrymen as those who risk their lives 
in battle, and there are acts of heroism 
performed underground as worthy of 
honour as any done on the field of battle. 
Coal miners have to work far from the 
light of day in the most dismal and dis- 
agreeable surroundings. I have lived 
among coal miners for many years. — I 
owe much to them, and am proud to have 
this opportunity of supporting a cause in 
whose advancement they are so deeply 
interested. I beg to move the second 
reading of the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 


Chester-le-Street) : Llook upon this Bill 
as one of the most important Bills that has 
heen before the House this session. It 
has only been discussed once in this Par- 
liament-——in 1897—and, when we con- 
sider the important principles which the 
Bill contains, most Members of the House 
will agree that a Wednesday afternoon is 
perfectly inadequate for dealing with the 
question, No one can find fault with the 
tone of the hon. Member who has moved 
the Second Reading of the Bill, and ‘I am 
sure, speaking for myself and other hon. 
Members who are opposed to him, that we 
will continue the debate in the pleasant 
manner in which it has been begun. I 
listened carefully to the hon. Member's 
speech with a view to ascertaining if he 
had any new arguments to advance in 
order to induce the House to give a 
decision different from those it has given 
in the past, but I listened, IT am 
hound to say, without hearing any such 
arguments. Every argument which the 
hon. Gentleman used in support of this 
Bill could be used with equal foree in 
favour of a general Eight Hours Bill for 
all industries in the country. | Every 
argument he brought forward could be 
used in favour of this House settling the 
rate of wages for which every workman 
in this country ought to work. The 
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hon. Member said there were three 
ways in which this question could 


be settled. The first was by agreement. 
How are wages settled except by agree- 
ment! The second was by strikes. 
Have we had no strikes with regard to 
wages! And the third was that the 
House should step in and fix the hours. 
All three ways are well known to us. We 
are all anxious to avoid strikes. The hon. 
Member said the only remedy was for 
that House to settle the matter by legis- 
lation, and consequently [ maintain every 
argument used in support of the Bill 
could be used in fixing the wages in 
every industry in the country. This Bill 
is of vast importance. It affects not only 
the workers and the producers, but every 
human being in this country, because all 
are consumers of coal, and if there is one 
thing, next to labour, which is of vital 
consequence to the large industries of this 
country it is coal. It must not be sup- 
posed for a moment that, personally, Tam 
against the workers of this country 
having eight hours a day. I certainly 
should like to see the workers having 
even less than an eight hours day, pro- 
vided it would not interfere with the 
advantages to themselves and to the com- 
munity which this House should always 
try to ensure. The hours of labour in 
various industries have been greatly 
reduced during the last fifty years with- 
out any such efforts as these, and I cannot 
see how, seeing that the hours of labour 
in these industries have been reduced by 
mutual agreement, there is any case for 
the interference of the Legislature in con- 
nection with the mining industry. My 
hon. friend alluded to the fact that the 
hours of work for women had been inter- 
fered with by the Legislature. But on 
what grounds! Was it not on the 
ground of health? Health was the 
only consideration that justified that 
interference ; and is there, I ask, 
any case on that ground for deal- 
ing with this question by legislation ! 
I maintain that there is not, and before I 
sit down I think I will satisfy the hon. 
Member that there isnot. I must remind 
the hon. Member that the onus of proof is 
upon those who bring forward the Bill, 
not on those who oppose it. They have 
to show the House that there is a strong 
reason for adopting this method of settling 
the hours of labour in connection with 
this industry. I cannot see why this par- 
ticular industry should be selected to dea] 
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with by legislation. I have not heard a | 


single argument from my hon. friend to 
show that there is any ground for its 
heing selected. The only justification for 
interference, in my judgment, would he 
that it was necessary in the interests of 
the miner’s health, or for avoiding acci- 
dents. Is there any justification on these 


two grounds? [ maintain that there is | 


not. With regard to the hours of work, 
eight hours in our mines does not mean 
eight hours work ; it simply means eight 
hours from bank to bank. In many mines 
the workmen have to walk a mile or two 
miles from the bottom of the shaft, and 
for each mile they are allowed twenty-five 
minutes backwards and forwards, while 
three-quarters of an hour is generally 
allowed for meals. This is not the case 
with regard to other industries. In other 
industries an eight hours day means eight 

hours actual work. With regard to acci- 
dents, is there any ground for special 
legislation? When the first Act was 
passed, in 1872, there was one death 
amongst 233 workers, after the second 
Act there was one death among 258, after 
the third one in 312, after the fourth one 
in 406, and now, I am glad to say, 

there are only 1.2 deaths per thousand 
workers, which is a very great improve- 
ment. In Northumberland and Durham 
the number is only 1°08 per thousand, 
which is, I believe, about the best position 
in the country. If my hon. friend had 
been able to show that the Bill would de- 
crease the number of accidents he would 
have made a strong argument in support 
of it. But it was shown in the very 
interesting Return moved for by the hon. 
Member for the Wansbeck Division, that 
instead of the deaths being more nume- 
rous towards the end of the shifts, the 
proportion of deaths during the first few 
hours of the shift was considerably larger 
than during the latter part. That is alto- 
gether against the impression that by this 
measure we would decrease the number of 
deaths. The Return shows that during 
the ten years over which it extends the 
number of explosions which occurred 
during the first four hours was 125, as 
against 80 afterwards, and the number of 
deaths 1,202 and 744 respectively. That 

shows that no case whatever can be made 

out so far as accidents are concerned. | 
But I should think, as a practical man, 

that, if we decrease the number of hours 

of labour, the probability is that it would 

lead to greater haste and to less care and 


Sir James Joicey. 


{COMMONS} 
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caution being observed in working the 
coal. With shorter hours men would be 
anxious to produce as much coal as 
possible, and the probability is that acci- 
dents would be inereased. I do not say 
that the decrease in the number of deaths 
is altogether due to Acts of Parliament. 
I think it is chiefly due to improved 
methods of working and to improved 
appliances, etter ventilation, better 
lamps, and other improvements with re- 
gard to the working of the coal. Let us 
now look at the measure with regard to 
health. If my hon. friend could have 
shown that there was any real ground for 
slative interference on the plea of 
legislative interferenc n the pl f 
health, he might have made out a very 
strong case for the Bill. But what are 
the facts’ This is what Dr. Arlidge tells 
us in his * Diseases and Mortality of 
Occupations ”“— 
“ Additional reasons why coal and ironstone 
miners enjoy considerable immunity from 
phthisis, compared with men in other indus- 
tries, are to be found in the general conditions 
of life surrounding them. They escape the 
evils of sedentary work ; their hours of labour 
are shorter than tiose of many indoor occupa- 
tions ; the circumstances of their employment 
place a bar to riotous living, except the oppor- 
tunities they make for it when work has 
ceased ; and statistics show, in fact, that their 
mortality from alcoholism and its contingent 
dliseases is low. Add to these considerations 
that they are preserved to a great extent from 
the inclemencies of the weather, enjoy a more 
equal climate than outdoor workers, and that 
they are a well-nourished body of men- at 
least, they should be so were their wages pro- 
— applied. They awaken public sympathy 
argely because of their work underground, 
for aversion to darkness is ingrained in human 
nature. Still there are no decisive facts to 
prove that work in the dark is per se of «is- 
tinct injury to human beings. The horses in 
pits, who remain for months, and even years, 
underground, are fat and flourishing, and 
miners are seldom underground above eight 
hours at a stretch, and not that every day of 
the week. Besides, we have yet to know that 
the six months’ darkress falling to the lot of 
dwellers near the Pole is productive of serious 
bodily harm. It might be a subject for dis- 
cussion whether a collier in his pit of almost 
uniform temperature is not better off than a 


/farm labourer, who is compelled to work 


longer hours, and in all weathers, and fre- 
quently in operations eyually laborious with 
those of miners, if not more so. Certainly his 
physical surroundings are superior to those of 
mill hands, and of most people oceupied in 
‘trades,’ ” 

It isa well-known fact that mining is a 
very healthy occupation. It has been 
proved that out of 100 occupations, 
some of which involved comparatively 
little physical work, 70 were less healthy 
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than that of the coal-miner. 


{28 Fepruary 1900} 


I am satis- | 


tied that no case can be made out as far | 
_ask the promoters of the Bili to give facts 


as health is concerned. The right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean and the hon. Gentleman the Mem 


her for the Ilkeston Division of Derbyshire | 


stated that old men did not die as miners. 


| am not going to accept their mere asser- | 


tions on a practical question of this kind. 


| have been connected with a good many , 


industries in my life, and I am satisfied 
that there are just as many old men 
employed in connection with the produe- 
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largely increased opinion in favour of the 
Bill amongst the mining community. I 


in support of that view. So far as I am 
aware, there has never beena ballot taken 
of the Federation districts on this question. 
No doubt the mining interest is most 
capably represented in this House, but | 
am not prepared to accept the views of 
these representatives on this question, and 
I will tell the House why. South Wales 


' was formerly opposed to an Hight Hours 


tion of coal as are employed in any other | 


industry. 
assertion that the occupation of  coal- 
mining is less healthy than any other 
industry, and, in my judgment, no case 
has 
ground of health. These are the two 
main reasons which should guide the 
judgment of the House on this question, 
and unless it can be shown that my state- 
ments and statistics are altogether wrong, 
I hope the House will not be induced to 
read the Billa second time. The counties 
of Northumberland and Durham are in a 
peculiar situation in this matter. The 
sill has been before the House on pre- 
vious occasions. It passed its Second 
Reading in 1894, and was defeated, as 
my hon. friend put it, in Committee ; 
ut my hon. friend has not told 
the House why it was thrown out in 
Committee. It was because the promoters 
refused to accept a local option clause. 
Such a clause was recommended by the 
Colonial Secretary, who argued the ques- 


I therefore cannot accept the 


| 
| 


been made out for the Bill on the | 


Bill. Now it isin favour of it. Why ! 
Not because the men have changed 


their opinions, but because they find that 
by joining the Federation they will get 
greater advantages than they would get 
by pursuing their opposition to this Bill, 
and the Federation refused to take them 


‘in unless they threw over their con- 


tion most ably, as he does whatever ques- , 


tion he takes up. The right hon. Gentle- 
man showed distinetly on that occasion 
that, unless local option were adopted, 
there would de a great upsetting of 


customs and systems throughout the 
country, and that the House had 
no right to take such a_ course 
unless for very strong reasons. But 
the promoters declined to give local 
option. Why? Because they were 


afraid that Northumberland and Durham 
would not accept an Eight Hours Bill, but 
would continue to work under their 
present system. Or possibly they might 
have another fear. 


They might have felt | 


that some of the counties which are now | 


supposed to be in favour of the Bill 
would, when they came to be balloted, 
probably decide against working under 
any such restriction. My hon. friend 


stated that he was satisfied there was a 


'the system 


victions and views with regard to the Eight 
Hours Bill. There is another fact which 
rather makes me doubt whether these 
hon. Gentlemen represent a very large 
majority of the miners in their districts 
on this question. There are many other 
hon. Gentlemen in this House who repre- 


sent mining districts throughout the 
country. Take Lancashire, for instance. 


Many of the Lancashire Members repre- 
sent mining districts, and yet they are 
persistent in their opposition to this Bil. 
If this is sueh a vital question, how is it 
that constituencies where it is said the 
miners are in favour of the Eight Hours 
Bill send representatives to Parliament 
who vote against it! With regard to 
Durham, we are in a special position. It 
is one of the oldest coalfields in the 
country. We had developed a coal system 
there before many of the districts which 
are now clamouring for this Bill produced 
a ton of coal. We have a system of our 
own which has been in existence for 
centuries, and the men naturally cling to 
it because they think it is better than any 
which might be thrust upon them. 
Durham occupies a special position in 
many respects. Unlike many inland dis- 
tricts which depend altogether for their 
sales upon home industries, Durham 
exports something like 50 per cent. of its 
production, and Northumberland exports 
80 per cent. We do not want to 
have that system upset, because we 
have come to the conclusion — what- 
ever those who do not understand 
may think—that it would 
considerably decrease the output, and by 
| that means increase the cost of produc- 
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competition with other coal districts 
throughout the world-—Silesia, West- 
phalia, France, and Belgium, which are 
really our strongest rivals in the foreign 
markets. The one charge always thrown 
at Durham and Northumberland in con- 
nection with the double-shift system is 
that we are selfish, and that we work our 
hoys long hours, while allowing our men 
to work short hours. People who know 
nothing about the facts are under the im- 
pression that the Durham and Northum- 
herland boys work very much longer than 
the boys in other districts. That was the 
impression generally given, but, as a 
matter of fact, there is the same legal 
limit in these counties as there is in the 
rest of the country-—-fifty-four hours a 
week. From a statement furnished by 


‘COMMONS! 


tion, and would affect us seriously in| Our position in Durham is different from 


the secretary of the Union Coal Trade | 


Association of the North of England, as 
to the hours of working in various locali- 
ties, I find that in Scotland boys work 
10 hours from bank to bank, in Lanea- 
shire 9} to 10], in Yorkshire 94, in Derby- 
shire 93, in South Wales 10, and in 
Durham and Northumberland 10. I 
therefore protest against these calum- 
nies that in the North we work the 
hovys longer than in other districts. 
My hon. friend says no ; but that has been 
the whole basis of local opinion. And 
observe that we have this double-shift 
svstem, which we think is a very great 
advantage, and we naturally are deter- 
mined to fight to our utmost to prevent 
this system being interfered with, either 
by this House or by any other power. 
Before leaving the question of our boys, 
it may be of interest to the House to 
know what is the actual position of these 
They are of three classes 

trappers, pony putters, and hand putters. 
In Durham there are 773 trappers, and 
their wages are Is. 3d. per day. The 
pony putters number 6,866, and they earn 
3s. 77d. per day. The hand putters 
number 3,839, and they earn 5s. 1d. per 
day. In Northumberland there are 295 
trappers who earn Is. 5d. per day ; 1,821 
pony putters who earn 4s. 1?d. per day ; 
and 634 hand putters who earn close 
on 4s. 10d. per day. I challenge all 
those gentlemen from various localities 
who support this Bill to produce wages 
like these earned by boys under twenty 
vears of age. Well, in regard to the 


| " VS. 


advantages enjoyed by the men, they | 


work something like seven hours per day. 


Stir James Joicey. 
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that of any other district, inasmuch as 
we are an old coal-field, and we have 
many difficulties to contend with that do 
not exist elsewhere. Our coal seams are 
small and near the surface, which means 
that we have large quantities of water to 
deal with. In my own collieries I have 
pits where, for every ton of coal I pro- 


duce, I have to deal with seven tons of , 


water. Then our coal is soft coal, and we 
have to take precautions against large 
quantities of gas. Other localities do not 
suffer from these difficulties, and I am not 
one to recommend the men to work longer 
than seven hours, when we consider the 
arduous duties they have to perform. In 
Durham and Northumberland the actual 
days worked last year was 4°85 per week, 
and the hours underground worked by 
the hewers were on an average 33 hours 
57 minutes. The actual time of work has 
been estimated at 26 hours 40 minutes 
per week. Well, these are the results of 
the double-shift system, and therefore 
you cannot be surprised that both em 
ployers and workmen, and even the boys, 
in the counties of Durham and North- 
umberland, who are working no longer 
than the boys in other districts, should he 
unwilling to have any legislation which 
will interfere with their present system. 
The boys look to the advantages which 
they will obtain the whole of their lives 
afterwards, when they will only work 
seven hours a day from bank te bank. | 
am bound to say that there are no more 
favourable conditions of labour in any 
part of the world, so far as coal produe- 
tion is concerned ; and when both em- 
ployers and workmen object so strongly 
to this Bill, the House ought seriously to 
consider their objections. We have had 
various statements that this Bill would 
not seriously decrease the output of coal. 
Estimates are very dangerous things, and 
I am very careful as to fixing myself to 
figures unless they are accurate. But 
my hon. friend the Member for the 
Gainsborough Division of Lincolnshire 
has made an experiment as to what 
would be the result of working his pits 
eight hours per day, where the present 
working hours are longer. In one pit 
the reduction of output would be 22 
per cent., ina second pit the reduction 
would be 324 per cent., and ina third 
233} per cent. 
moved the Second Reading of the Bill says 
that prices are not likely to rise by the 





My hon. friend who: 
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universal adoption of the eight hours 
system. But from my own experience and 
that of one of the largest coal-salesmen in 
this country, a reduction in the output of 
5 to 10 per cent. would create famine 
prices of coal; and | cannot tell what 
would be the result if the output of the 
whole country were suddenly to fall to 
anything like what my hon. friend says it 
would, This Bill is against the interest 
of the consumer. People have been 
grumbling during the last six months at 
the high prices of coal. [Hon. MeEm- 
BERS: Hear, hear!] I recommend 
those hon. Members who grumble to go 
further back and take the prices of coal 
for the last few years, and it will be 
seen that had it not been that a boom 
came occasionally many pits would have 
heen closed altogether. [HoN. MEMBERS : 
Oh, oh!] It was only the booms that 
enabled us to clear off our liabilities. 
|Hon. MemBers: Oh, oh!] Jam speak- 
ing with some knowledge of the subject. 
| have said that this Bill is against the 
interests of the small consumer ; but it is 
also against the interests of the large con- 
sumer, who has to maintain those indus- 
tries on which the bulk of the population 
of the country depends. I think it is 
also against the interest of the workmen 


(28 FEBRUARY 1900} 


that the cost of production should be in- | 


creased, for we would find if this Bill passed 
a very serious reduction in the output 
would be the result, and a great many 
mines would be closed. 
specially against the interest of the counties 
of Durham and Northumberland. Now, 
we in Durham and Northumberland have 
heen accustomed to manage our own 
affairs. We have had many difficulties 
to deal with at various times, and we are 
very ready to ‘adapt ourselves to any 
restriction in the discharge of our duties 
which the Legislature may put upon us. 
We had the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, which in some districts has led to 
great litigation. But in the counties of 
Durham and Northumberland the litiga- 
tion has been practically nil, because of 
the action of our joint committees and 
the common sense and great intelligence 
which exists in our north country dis- 
tricts. 
plovers and workmen could see that this 
Bill would not interfere with them, it is 


But this Bill is | 


| 


I feel sure that if both our em- | 


quite possible that our opposition would | 


not have been so strong. What do we 
gather from the facts I have quoted ? We 


gather this, that there is no class of men | 
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in this country against whom a weaker 
case can be made for special interference 
on the part of this House than the miners 
of Durham and Northumberland, and I 
maintain that you have no right whatever 
to select a body of men like these and 
take them out of the scope of the general 


law. We have 145,000 workers in con- 
nection with the mines in these two 


counties, and these 145,000 object to this 
measure ; and I cannot think that, when 
this House has gone into the matter care- 
fully, it will ignore their claim to be 
allowed to manage their own affairs in 
their own way. Is it any reason 
to interfere because there are weak 
unions in connection with the mining in- 
dustry ? Our unions are led by the most 
capable men, and they are most loyal to 
their leaders; and there is no class of 
men who have drawn such good conditions 
from their employers as these leaders. 
When we see this, we cannot help think- 
ing in the North of England that this Bill 
is in a large measure aimed at Northum- 
berland and Durham. I am here to 
represent my constituents. [ am not 
speaking as an employer in this House, 
but as the representative of a mining con- 
stituency, and more closely connected 
with mines than any other Member in 
this House. I make a strong and earnest 
appeal to the House, therefore, that they 
should weigh the matter carefully, and I 
am sure if they do so that they will agree 
with me that no case whatever has been 
made out for this special legislation. I 
have much pleasure in moving that this 
Bill be read a second time this day six 
months. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 
said he begged to second the Amendment 
of the hon. Baronet who had just sat 
down, and he would suggest that the 
House should give close consideration tothe 
concluding remarks of the hon. Baronet, 
since they made clear his opposition to the 
Bill, namely, that they in Durham would 
like to be left to the management of their 
own affairs. That contained the kernel 
and gist of all the action he had 
taken, so far as this Bill was concerned, 
every time it had been before this House 
or had come up for discussion in the 
country. On all occasions he had tried 
to do his very best not to prevent other 
people from having what they believed to 
be the advantages of the Bill, but to 
prevent other people from forcing on him 
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and the men he represented conditions | 


and arrangements and alterations of the 
law which they thought would not be 
beneficial to them. 


to correct one or two statements which 
the hon. Baronet the Member for Chester- 


le-Street had made, and which it was in- | 


eunbent on him to correct. The first 
was as to the meal-times of the miners in 
the county of Durham. 

Sin JAMES JOICEY : T was explain- 
ing more particularly the yield of the 
counties of Durham and Northumberland, 


but the statistics I have given apply to | 


the whole country generally. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) | 


said that if that was the explanation he 


had not a word more to say about it. He | 


thought the hon. Baronet was slightly in 
error as to the action of South Wales, and 
the reason why the miners there were 
not accepted into the federation. It was 


not because they would not give in their | 


adhesion to eight hours, but because they 
would not promise to give up their sliding 
scale. He might further state that there 
were a large number of men in South 
Wales who believed in the regulation of 
labour in mines by this House, but not in 
having the hours fixed from bank to 
bank. 
taken by miners in other parts of the 


country apart from their own, but no | 
There had been | 


ballots were taken. 
pithead votes of young and old all 
together, in which they held up their 
hands in open voting, but that was 
not a proper way of testing men’s 
opinions. Let him say in a word to his 


hon. friend who introduced this Bill, | 


that he could not accept any of his argu- 
ments. He put that as respectfully as a 
man could. He was bound to say also 


that able as the Members were who. 
3ill before the House on | 


brought this 
former occasions, the promoters of it had 
never had a more able man to discuss the 
question than the hon. Gentleman who 
did it to-day. If his arguments were not 
acceptable he confessed that the spirit, 
tone, and temper of his statements were 
everything that any man could desire, no 
matter how bitterly opposed he might be 
to the Bill. And well would it have been 
for the working-classes of this country if 
the same temper had been exhibited by 
everybody, and if there had been less 


virulence and less calumny in urging the 


Mr. John Wilson. 
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3efore he went into | 
the discussion of the Bill he would like 


He believed there had heen votes | 
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demands which they made. He fully 
,endorsed all that the hon. Member who 
introduced thé Bill had said as to the 
dangerous, unpleasant, and arduous nature 
of the labour in mines. He was one of a 
group of six in this House who from 
earliest boyhood had had to pass through 
these arduous and dangerous duties. The 
| hon. Member was quite right when he 
‘compared the work in the mines to a 
battlefield with all its disastrous and re- 
pulsive horrors. He had his full approval 
in everything he said in that direction, 
and if the hon. Gentleman had gone 
further and said that the miners were not 
sufficiently well paid for their labours 
under these circumstances, he would have 
found him in full agreement with him. 
He believed that if any class of men in 
the country should be well paid—and 
he admitted they were pretty well paid 
just now-—it was the miners. He was 
rather doubtful that his hon. friend had 
not been sufficiently coached in his facts, 
or in his ideas. There was one term he 
used very often, and that was “ eight hours 
continuous work.” Now this Bill did not 
want that; indeed it contradicted that 
position, It did not give eight hours 
continuous work, but eight hours from 
bank to bank ; and therefore if his hon. 
friend desired that the miners should 
work eight hours continuously at the 
| face, he would have to alter his Bill, and 
not fix rigidly any hours whatever, he 
cause they knew that there were por- 
tions of mines where the men had 
only to walk one hundred or two 
hundred yards to the face, while there 
were portions of the same mines where 
they had to walk three miles under- 
ground to their work and that would 
take them about an hour and twenty 
minutes. He should like to know 
whether his hon. friend meant in his Bill 
eight hours from bank to bank, or eight 
hours continuous work. That ought to 
he clear, because he thought he was right 
in saving that the gentlemen promoting 
this Bill meant eight hours from bank to 
hank ; but if they had said so distinctly 
they would not have availed themgelves of 
some Members’ able support to the Bill. 
He should have liked, further, if his hon. 
friend had tried to explain some of the 
difficulties as to the application of this 
Bill. Although he was shoulder to 
shoulder, metaphorically speaking, with 
the hon. Baronet, the Member for Ches- 
ter-le-Street was on one side of the line 
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and he on the other. The hon. Baronet 
took the purely commercial .side of the 
line; but he took the other, for he 


House or out of it, in that respect, 
and every movement he had made and 
every word he had uttered had been 
prompted by considerations for the pros- 
perity of the men he represented. He sub- 
mitted that what they ought to have were 
practicalities and clear statements as to 
how this Bill was going to be applied. He 
knew there were leaders of parties who 
had given support to the Bill, and he had 
told them that it was incumbent upon 
them before they resolved to give that 


colliery emploving 1,500 or 2,000 men and 
bovs, and see how a rigid Eight Hours Bill 
could be made to work in all the various 
exigencies of the situation. The right 
hon. Baronet the 
Dean apparently thought that it was a 
most simple thing to apply the Bill 
to the mines. Since the question had 
heen before the House the right hon. 
Baronet had given them in the north 
the benefit of his missionary spirit, and 
had tried to bring them to his way of 
thinking. He went down to Neweastle 
in’ November, 1897, and delivered a 
speech. He believed there was no gen- 
tleman in the House more desirous to do 


good to the working classes of the 
country than the right hon. Baronet. 


Well, in that Newcastle speech he said 

* Now, he was an extreme man, but he was 
bound to say, as a practical politician, he did 
not believe that the adoption by Parliament 
of a universal eight hours day was the form in 














which the change would come.” 
Then he went on to mention certain 
trades to whichsan eight hours day was 
inapplicable, such as the cotton trade, 
agriculture and shipping; but the right 
hon. Baronet proceeded 

« There were some trades where the difficulty 
of proceeding by law was far less great, 
where it would be easy to introduce the principle 


and where the Parliamentary difficulties were | 


very small.” 
And he suggested that a 
measure might be tried for mines. He 
wanted to appeal to the right hon. Baronet 
to tell the House how the difficulties in 
mines were to be dealt with. In that 
very same speech at Newcastle the right 
hon. Baronet said 

* There was no occupation in which the con- 
«ditions of working varied so greatly as in the 
mining industry.” 
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yielded first place to no man, in the | 


support, to take into their minds a great ' 


Member for Forest. of | 


tentative | 
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| Now, if the right hon. Baronet wasappalled 
iby the ditticulties of a universal eight 
‘hours day in some trades, but was not 
appalled by the difficulties in the mining 
industry, although at the same time he 
admitted that there was no occupation in 
the country in which the conditions of 
working varied so greatly, he would ask 
him when he spoke that afternoon not to 
dwell on theory, because this was not a 
question of theory or sentiment ; it was 
a question of expediency and _practical- 
ities and henetits. And if the right hon. 
Baronet could: show him—he spoke for 
himself- where this Bill could beapplied to 
' mines, with all their varied conditions, he 
would tind that he was of the same think- 
ing as himself. The hon. Gentleman who 
introduced the Bill made two statements 
which he did not think he had fully 
weighed. He wanted to supply that hon. 
Gentleman with a little bit of evidence. 
That hon. Gentleman had said that the 
Bill came forward supported by a very 
large preponderance of the mining com- 
munity of the country. Hon. Members, 
if they are not members of a trade union, 


will have some idea as to what it 
is to #e a member of a union. If 
they were so, and officials in that 
union, they would never — think 


that they represented men who were not 
in the union. All they would represent 
would be a majority of the union. That 
was what he called a fair position. But 
the hon. Member who introduced the Bill 
made out that there were 545,000 men in 
the mines outside the counties of Durham 
and Northumberland, and he assumed 

it Wasa very gratuitous assumption —-that 
all these 545,000 men were in favour of 


the Bill. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: No; my hon. 


friend is wrong. The figures I quoted 


‘were that the persons engaged in coal 


mines were 678,000, out of whom 545,000 
were workmen underground. I did not 
refer to Northumberland or Durham in 
that connection. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 
Well, the hon. Member assumed that all 
the miners in this country outside Dur- 
ham and Northumberland approved of 
this Bill, and were really men who were 
giving their adhesion and support to it. 
He wished to quote some figures, but not 
in any way to gloat over them, for he 
regretted them. But he held in his hand 
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a return of the total trades union member- 
ship in this country and of the mining 
unions. As he had said, no mining 
leader, himself included, could speak for 
the men outside the unions. By what 
right did the hon. Member say he spoke 
for the men outside the unions? He 
could only speak so if there was a 
universal consensus of opinion. Now, 
the total number of men in the unions 
in the mining districts, according to the 
Board of Trade returns, in 1898 was 
317,135, and there were in the unions in 
Durham and Northumberland 82,548. — If 
they subtracted 82,000 odd from the 
total number they had, covering Scotland, 
Wales, and the whole of England out- 
side these two counties, 234,697 persons. 
Outside the two northern counties there 
were 324,781 men employed in and about 
the mines in this country who were 
outside the unions which favoured this 
proposal. How, therefore, could the hon. 
Member who introduced the Bill or any 
trade union leader claim that he had 
hehind him the solid consensus of opinion 
of the men engaged in and about the 
mines of this country! Was there any 
man who lived in such a fool's paradise as 
to suppose that if a miner's hours were 
ten and they were reduced to eight he 
would receive the same wages? He 
did not live in such a paradise. It was 
said that had it not been for Durham 
and Northumberland the other districts 
would have obtained eight hours. There 
was not a district outside Durham and 
Northumberland that could not have 
had eight hours since 1894, when an 
option clause was proposed in that House. 
Durham and Northumberland had not 
stood in the way, and did not stand in 
the way now. The hon. Member for 
Walthamstow opposed local option on the 
ground that he desired to limit compe- 
tition between the various districts. In 


some districts there were coal seams 18 | 


inches thick, and in others, seams 9 feet 
thick ; in some districts the men had to 
travel three miles and in others only a 
few hundred yards to their work, and 
they also knew that the coal produced in 
some districts was nearly 100 tons per 
man per year more than that produced in 
others. Therefore it was impossible to 
obtain uniform conditions, and it was not 
possible, by fixing an eight hours day, 
to so arrange that the various districts 
should not compete with each other. 
Wherever negotiation had been fairly 
Mr. John Wilson. ‘. 


‘COMMONS! 
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tried eight hours had been obtained. 
That had been the ease in one district 
in Scotland for twenty-five years. The 
men of Durham and Northumberland had 
had ten hours from bank to bank, by 
agreement, since 1890, He knew it was 
said, “What about the boys!” Who 
were the boys, and whom did they belong 
to! They were not Oliver Twists from 
the workhouse, they were their own flesh 
and blood, and it was not to he supposed 
that they would allow them to be 
barbarously treated. They were — not 
satisfied with ten hours, but until they 
could find some solution of this great 
difficulty they approved of the present 
condition of the boys. If that House 
dealt with the question of hours, they 
should also deal with the question of 
wages. There were nearly 4,000 women 
still employed about the coal mines of this 
country. Their employment was a dis 
grace to those who allowed it. He was 
glad to say that in the counties of North- 
umberland and Durham no women were 
employed about mines. He would join 
hands with anyone who would not only 
shorten the hours but abolish the em- 
ployment of women. If shorter hours 
would be conducive to the health of 
young boys in mines they would be to 
the health of mothers and daughters, and 
certainly to comfort in their domestic 
arrangements. What needed to be 
taught nowadays was self-reliance. Let 
not people come to Parliament to do what 
they could do themselves. Let this Bill 
he withdrawn. Its object could be ac 
complishe. ~ithout appealing to Parlia- 
ment if th working classes desired the 
Bill. He opposed the Bill now, as he had 
done on previous occasions, believing it 
would be detrimental to the interests of 
the working classes of this country. 

Amendment proposed — 

‘<T'o leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ ”—-(Sir James Joicey. ) 

Question proposed, * That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): The hon. Gentle- 
man who has just sat down and the hon. 
Baronet who preceded him in moving the 
rejection of this Bill have both told us 
that the time this afternoon is too short 
to enable the House to come to a con- 
clusion. They have not only said that 
but also that no arguments have been 
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adduced in favour of this measure. 
The matter has now been under disecus- 
sion for two hours, so I shall not 


apologise for addressing myself solely 
to the explanations of the — hon. 
Members who have — supported the 
Amendment. The question involved by 
the Bill not an academic one as to 
whether the hours of adult male labour 
should be interfered with, but a practical 


1s 


one as to who is to regulate the system | 


under which coal mines are to be carried 
on. With regard to the objection to 


interfering with the hours of adult male | 


labour, how can any individual collier 
settle the hours when he will work ? They 
must be settled either by the employer, a 
trade union, or the law. We used to 
quarrel about the facts, but happily they 
are now admitted. We accept the figures 
given by the hon. Baronet, and by the 
Coal Trade Association, that hewers in 
Durham work 53 hours below, while the 
hovs are ten hours below, and for every 
hewer who has attained these extra- 
ordinarily short hours there are two other 
people who are either underground ten 
hours or who work ten hours at the 
pits mouth. It has been alleged, and 
the allegation has been supported by 
the opinion of Dr. Arlidge, that the 
work of colliers is not injurious to health. 
But, as regards the boys, undoubtedly I 
am prepared to allege interference with 
health. The facts themselves prove that in 
the case of boys and voung people there is 
injury to health. We are told the work of 
the young people in mines is light work. 
On the 25th May, 1897, a question 
was asked in this House about a lad of 
seventeen on whom there had been an. 
inquest.* The facts were admitted. That 
young person had worked in a coal pit 
from seven in the morning until nine 
oclock at night on the day on which he 
died of overwork, and his last meal had 
heen at noon. He had been working 
these hours day by day. The Home 
Secretary admitted that these facts had 
heen ascertained to be entirely true, and 
he added these pregnant words 

* The manager on a previous occasion, when 
a lad was killed after working more than 
fifteen hours, had promised not to allow young 
persons to work so long in future.” 

And he pointed out to the House that 
there was 
“no power under the existing Acts to limit 


the hours of labour of young persons above the 
age of sixteen.” 





*See The Parliamentary Debates {Fourth 
Vol. xlix., p. 1 
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I allege, Sir, that this case, and other 
cases of the kind which have been cited, 


prove that in the case of voung persons 
even, apart from boys, there is this 
injury to health which has — been 


alleged by us. TI am prepared also to 
make this assertion, that that injury, or 
chance of injury, is increasing day by 
day. In becoming deeper the coal pits 
are becoming hotter. To quote the argu- 
ment of one whose repute on this question 
will be admitted, Dr. Foster Brown, in his 
}admirable paper on the “ Mechanical and 
Economical Problems of the Coal Ques- 
tion,” distinctly states that not only is the 
depth of the mines increasing, but heat is 
increasing and there is consequently 
exhaustion of the employed. Both my 
hon. friends have alleged that wages 
would decrease either generally or in 
certain cases on the passing of this Bill, 
and I understood the hon. Member for 
Mid Durham to say that in South Wales 
the men were not entirely in favour of 
this Bill. Asregards the principle of this 
Bill the men in South Wales are agreed, 
and the overwhelming majority of them 
are agreed as regards its details. The 
hon. Member for the Chester-le-Street 
Division of Durham distinctly made the 
statement, and it is repeated in the 
employers’ circular, that the passing of 
the Bill would mean a decrease of one-fifth 
in the average earnings of all who worked 
ten hours and a proportionate decrease 
for others. The same prophecies were made 
when the Compensation Act was under 
discussion, and they did not come true. 
I do not believe they would come true on 
this occasion. A matter which is more 
capable of investigation is the allegation 
both my hon. friends have made that the 
passing of the Bill would cause an increase 
of danger. 


Sim JAMES JOICEY : I never stated 
that. I stated facts from a Return moved 
for by the hon. Member for the Wans- 
beck Division, which showed that the 
majority of accidents in mines took place 
during the first four hours of a shift. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE : I understood 
that to be used as an argument to show 
that there would be an increase of danger 
from the passing of this Bill. It is so 
used in this circular. With regard to 
what the hon. Member characterised as 
the hurry and haste of working, I have 
to make this observation, that it is incon- 
ceivable that under this Bill in any part 
of the country coal would be worked 





1327 Mines (Eight 


more hurriedly and hastily, in the best 
sense, than it is in Durham at the pre- 
sent time. The work in Durham, where 
the men work five and a half hours, is on 
a scientific system 
There is none of that slackness or delay 


which some of us think exists in Lanca- | 


shire. I have seen them work on the 


occasions my hon. friend describes. [| 
| liament to fifty-four hours per week.” 


did not go down with the employers, 
or with anybody in particular, 
or under my own name, because | 
wished to see for myself. But, cer- 
tainly, anything more rapid than the 


railroad speed of work in Durham, I can- , 


not conceive. As compared with the pits 
I have seen in other parts of the 
country, the difference is as between 
Chicago and sleepy-hollow. When the 
right hon. Baronet alleged that there are 
fewer accidents in Durham than else- 
where, I congratulate him on the fact. I 
think it is due to the scientific method of 
working they have adopted there, and 
T agree that a similar sharpening up of 
the work in other parts of the country 
would be beneficial. The real objection 
to this Bill is the difficulty of altering the 
Northumberland and Durham system—it 
is, in fact, the question of the boys. The 
words in which that difficulty is placed 
before the House in the circular of the 
North of England Coal Trade Associa- 
tion are these 

“The Bill would revolutionise the present 
system of working necessary for the two 
counties ; it would put an end to the elaborate 
arrangements between employers and men, 
and the working hours of the different classes 
of labour (advantageous to the workmen) 
would be upset.” 
They say there are about 50,000 hewers 
who work seven hours underground ; 
90,000 other men and boys who work 
ten hours underground; and the re- 
mainder of the persons employed work 
ten hours on the surface. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 
Many of them only work eight hours. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: It 


cult to be certain on that point. I was 


obliged to take the figures from the Coal | 


Trade Association of the North of 
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circular states the period of work in these 


at railroad speed. | 
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collieries for hewers is as low as five and 
a half, and that the average hours of 
hewers in the week is 262 hours. And 
it goes on to say—-“‘ Such hours of labour 
are probably unknown in any other em- 
ployment throughout the world.” Under 
the head of “Boys” they say—‘ Those 
under sixteen are limited by Act of Par- 


Sir JAMES JOICEY was understood 
to say that the 263 hours referred to the 
time the hewers worked underground. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE: I ean state 
that the shifts of boys in the one week 
are the whole ten hours underground. In 
the debate that took place on the 22nd 
June, 1887, upon the clause and the pro- 
posed Amendment to the clause which 
constituted the law which now regulates 
the number of hours boys can be employed 
below ground,* the hon. Members for 


| Morpeth and Wansbeck supported still 


stronger proposals. The hon. Member for 
Morpeth said—* I would gladly vote for 


‘a limitation, even’ to eight hours a day.” 


I want to know if my hon. friends have 
changed their minds. Do they’ still 
adhere to the views expressed by the 
hon. Member for Morpeth by speech 
and by both of them by vote, or 
have they come round to the views of 
those who voted in the opposite lobby ? 
I want to know, because if the hours of 
the boys are limited by law, we all admit 
they are too long. My hon. friends were 
not satisfied with the position of the boys 


‘in 1887; they voted against even the 


present law. Are they prepared now to 
support a more extreme law? They 
want it altered; they have been unable 
to alter it by trade unionism ; are they 
prepared to alter it by law? We who 


| support this Bill may improve our position 


| to-day, but we shall be beaten in the 


division. But if we are beaten, will you 


_ legislate in regard to the boys? Will you 


is diffi- | 


England, which I think may be taken as | 
accurately representing the facts. 
Sir JAMES JOICEY : There are more 
than half working eight hours. 
*Stir CHARLES DILKE: They would | 
not be affected by this Bill. 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


The same 


do what you were willing to do in 1887 ? 
This question of the boys, not only 
in Northumberland and Durham, but 
elsewhere, is in some respects dis- 
graceful to this country. In point of 
restrictions in boy labour underground 
we are now behind other countries. At 
one time we were before the other 
* Debate in Committee on the Coal Mines, 
«e., Regulation Bill. See The Parliamentary 
Debates [Third Series], Vol. ecexvi., p. 706. 
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countries in the matter of employ- 
ment underground. When Lord Salis- 
lury telegraphed his acceptance to the 
Berlin Labour Conference, there were two 
proposals which had heen agreed to by 
Europe. One was that which we dealt 
with last year in the Factory Act with 
regard to raising the age of children 
employed in factories to twelve, and 
the other was raising the child age 
for total inability to be employed 
underground to fourteen. How many 
hovs now employed underground for ten 
hours a day are only twelve ! 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 


They are very few. 


“Sir CHARLES DILKE : Will you 
vive us those few, and put an end to their 
employment? Even that will be some- 
thing of a gain. We have kept one of 
those two pledges at the Berlin Congress ; 
we have not kept the other ; and at this 
moment we are in the absurd and extra- 
ordinary position that there are more 
restrictions on the employment of a child 
at the pit’s mouth than there are under the 
earth, A boy employed at the pit’s 
mouth cannot be employed more than six 
hours a day, and yet a boy below ground 
can be employed ten hours a day, or fifty- 
four hours in the week. In France, and 
| believe in other great mining countries, 
children under thirteen years of age can- 
not be employed underground, and I say 
it is disgraceful that we should be behind 
all other countries in the matter of boy 
employment. The demand for this Bill ! 
is the demand of Labour, and the one 
upon which Labour is most widely agreed. | 
Of all the suggested proposals put before 
Parliament by the trades unions for the 
last ten years this is the one which has, 
received from Labour the largest measure 
of support ; and unless our friends from | 
Durham and Northumberland are able to | 
meet us with a change of their system, | 
vear after vear there will be a stronger | 
feeling in this House in favour of the | 
passing of this Bill. 


“Sir ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): I am surprised the pro- 
moters of the Bill have brought it for- 
ward this session under the present 
circumstances. It seems to me singularly 
inopportune when we are suffering from | 
a searcity of coal amounting almost to a | 
famine. Yesterday we were discussing | 
how the Navy could be supplied with | 
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coal, and at the present moment the 
works in my district are suspended be- 
cause they cannot get coal at a price 
which would enable them commercially to 
carry on their work. That is the case not 
only in Staffordshire, but in North Wales. 
Trade is being largely hampered and 
interfered with. - Working men and 
colliers are interested in this question. 


‘In Wolverhampton—which is the centre 


of the coal district—men are paying 
ls. 6d. per cwt. for coal for their own 
consumption. That is three times the 
average price, and the excess would 
amount to something like 3s. a week out 
of the working man’s wages. The reduce- 
tion of output which would take place 
if this proposal were carried has been 
variously estimated at from 10 to 20 per 
cent.—that is to say, from 20,000,000 to 
40,000,000 of tons of coal per year 
less would be produced in __ this 
country than is now being _ pro- 
duced. I would ask hon. Members 
who support this proposal how that 
20 or 40 million tons of coal is going to 
be supplied? Are people who burn 
it in their houses to do without it? 
Are the works which would use it to be 
brought to a complete standstill? The 
effect of the proposal would be in the first 
place, no doubt, to very largely increase 
the profits of coal-masters, but that would 
be short-lived. By raising the price of 
coal to an inordinate extent the manufac- 
turing supremacy of the country would be 
destroyed, the coal-masters would suffer, 
the working man would suffer, and it 
would be disastrous all round. The cause 
of the present scarcity of coal is to some 
extent that the trade of the country 
being in a very flourishing state there is 
more demand for coal. But the chief 
reason is that miners’ wages are very 
high, and as they become higher the miner 
does less work. I have had a very care- 
ful account taken of the miners’ earnings 
in my collieries, and I find that an addi- 
tion of 40 per cent. to the wages only 
adds 6 per cent. to their average earnings. 
For the higher wages the man does less 
work, and that is the main cause of the 
scarcity of coal now existing. Some of 
the men are industrious and work full 
time. Are these men, who are anxious 
to better themselves and to improve their 
position so that after a time they may be 
able to take a little pit of their own, to 
be prevented by law? Are we to step 
in and say, “ No, you shall not work more 
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than five or six hours a day, even though 
vou wish to”? That would be a most 
monstrous proposal. The proposal put 
forward to-day is claimed to be an 
unanimous proposal. It is not really so 
unanimous as its supporters believe. | 
know there was a meeting specially 
called in my own neighbourhood to con- 
sider this question. In that little village 
there were 800 miners, but only fifty 
attended this meeting. Those _ fifty 
voted unanimously for the eight hours. 


But what about the 750 who were! 


absent! It is argued on the other side 
that because the fifty voted for the pro- 
posal, the remainder also were in favour 
of it. The fact is that those who were in 
favour of the eight hours attended the 
meeting, while those who were either in- 
different or opposed to it stopped away. 
It is a very important fact that the coal 
produced in this country per miner is a 
decreasing quantity, while in the countries 
of our competitors it is an increasing 
quantity. In the year 1883 every miner 
in Great Britain produced on the average 
347 tons of coal; in 1890 the quantity 
had decreased to 308 tons ; and in 1897, 
our last Return, it had still further 
decreased to 297 tons. That is 
to say, a decrease of something like 16 
per cent. has taken place. On the other 
hand, in the United States, in 1890 the 
quantity per miner was 445 tons, and in 
1897 it had increased to 450 tons. 
Therefore, the miner in the United 
States produces 50 per cent. more coal 
than the miner in this country. It is 
not that the miners in the United States 
are more skilful or more hard-working 
than the miners in this country, or that 
the seams of coal are easier to work, but 
simply that they work more hours per day 
and per week. In my district the coal 
hewer works 65 hours and earns from 
5s. 2d. to 10s. per day ; the coal loader, 
an entirely unskilled workman, works 74 
hours and earns 4s. 10d.; and in both 
eases there is an allowance of half a ton 


of coal every twenty-four days. I 
do not begrudge these high wages. 


Everybody who knows the work must 
sympathise with the men in_ the 
arduous character of their labour, and 
as long as the trade of the country 
will stand it I think they fairly earn the 
wages they are getting. But it must not 


be forgotten that at present the miner 
gets more money for less hours than the 
workmen in any other employment in the 


Sir Alfred Hickman, 


‘COMMONS! 


‘said that the conditions in 
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country. There is a great deal said about 
the workmen working in the bowels of 
the earth, but I must say the coal pit is 
a great deal better in that respect than 
the division lobby of the House of 
Commons. In the pits there are engines 
of 100 h.-p. driving air through the 
shafts, and | only wish we had some 
of those fans here during the stifling hot 
days of summer. The right hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean said, 


‘amongst other things, that the majority 


in favour of this Bill were agreed as to the 
details. 1 should like to remind him that 
when this Bill passed the Second Reading 
on a former occasion and went into Com- 
mittee, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Fife introduced a provision 
that it should apply both to workmen and 
to employers, that is to say, that if an 
employer was fined for allowing his men 
to work longer than a certain time, the 
workmen also should be fined for remain 
ing in the pit if they had a chance of 
getting out. The peculiar point is that 
although the promoters of that — Bill 
accepted that proposal, they have never 
introduced it in any of the Bills brought 
forward since. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Perhaps I can 
explain that. The promoters were 
advised by their legal authorities that it 
was contrary to the form of the other 
Coal Acts. As they accepted it before, 
they would be willing to accept it again 
if the House put it in. 


*Sir ALFRED HICKMAN: I am 
extremely glad to receive that explana- 
tion, and to find that they are willing to 
put itin. The right hon. Baronet asks 
how can a man settle the hours he should 
work, seeing he is one of a great gang, 
a member of a pit, and that they all work 
the same number of hours. If the right 
hon. Gentleman had had the same 
acquaintance with mining as some of us 
have had he would have known it was a 
very common thing for a miner to work 
overtime. For instance, the stall-man 
works half an how longer to place bis 
timber ready to begin work next morn- 
ing, but this Bill would prevent all that. 
This would all have to come into his five 
and a-half hours; he would have no time 
to make preparations for his own safety. 
I honestly believe that the result of the 
Bill would be very largely to increase 
accidents. The right hon. Baronet also 
various 
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mines varied very much, but yet 
they had managed to arrange uniform 
hours. That is an entire mistake. 
is no uniformity of hours. Every pit has 
different hours, and even men working 
in the same pit necessarily have differ- 
ent hours. We must all sympathise 
very much with the work of men in the 
collieries, but I submit that a very strong 
ease indeed would be required before this 


House could prohibit a man of full age | 


working within reason and so as not to 
injure his health whatever time he desires. 
f contend that no such case has been pre- 
sented. I hope, therefore, that the House 
will reject this Bill by such a majority as 
will discourage even my hon. friends 
opposite from introducing it again. I 
honestly believe that if it should be 
carried it would be most mischievous to 
the men, to the employers, and to the 
country at large. 


*Mr. BURT (Morpeth): I am not quite 
sure that my hon. friend, in moving the 
Second Reading—and_ he himself did not 
seem to be quite sure on the point—was 
not claiming a greater unanimity of 
opinion in favour of this Bill than really 
exists. He mentioned, with some sort of 
doubt, the statement that only one-sixth of 
the mining population of the country are | 
opposed to the Bill. We all know how 
easy itis to play pranks with statistics, 
and [ suppose that that statement is based 
on the assumption that all the mining 
districts of the United Kingdom, with 
the exception of Durham and North- | 


umberland, are unanimously in favour | 
of the proposal, and that the; 
miners of Durham and Northumber- 


land are unanimously against it. Neither 
the one assumption nor the other is correct. 
A difference of opinion exists to some 
extent in Durham and Northumberland, 
and it is quite plain from the evidence | 
given before the Labour Commission that | 
differences of opinion exist in what are | 
called the Federation districts. This Bill | 
has the great merit of being very simple, 
very clear, and definite. It would limit 
the hours of all persons employed under- 
ground to eight per day from bank to bank. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Forest of Dean said very truly | 
that I did not oppose this Bill on the | 
principle of objecting to Parliamentary | 
interference with adult labour. I never | 
have opposed it on that ground, and I 
have never asserted the principle that 


there may not be just and proper reasons ' 
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| for limiting the hours of adult labour. I 


think it is very inadvisable for a 
politician or a Member of Parliament, 
especially for one who may be a 
candidate again, to needlessly multiply 
his general principles. It is difficult 
enough to adhere to those to 
which one is already pledged. I think, 
too, it is inadvisable to say “never” if 
“not now ” will suffice. What I have to 
say with regard to adult labour is that a 
strong and overwhelming case should be 
made out before Parliament interferes, and 
that that case has not been made out in 
regard to this Bill. That is quite enough to 
be going on with. It must not be assumed, 
and I do not think it has been assumed, 
that those of us who oppose this Bill are 
in favour of long hours of labour for 


either men or boys. I am a_ great 
believer myself in the © shortest 
practicable hours, and 1 __ hold 
that belief quite irrespective of qnes- 
tions of danger or of health. I think 


a human being is entitled, as a rational 
creature, to have a_ certain amount 
of leisure for recreation and mental 
improvement, and I would place next to 
wages and safety, the question of the limi- 
tation of hours to the lowest practicable 
level. The right hon. Gentleman said that 
my conscience had been very uneasy with 
regard to this question of the hours of 
the boys. I am very glad that after 
spending more than twenty-five years as 
a Member of this House my right hon. 
friend admits I still have a conscience. 


I can assure him that with regard 
to the limitation of hours — gener- 
ally, there is no question in which, 


whether as a workman or as secretary of 
a large trade union, I have taken a deeper 
interest. I have had the opportunity of 
seeing great reforms introduced, and I 
hope I may claim to have taken some 
part in carrying out those reforms. If I may 
without any violation of good taste refer 
to my own experience, I may say that as 
a boy I worked regularly thirteen hours 
per day from bank to bank, and at that 
time, in the earlier part of my life, the 
men were employed ten, eleven or twelve 
hours per day. In those days everyone 
was left to himself—a principle which 
seems to be advocated by some of the 
opponents of the present Bill. I have 
had the opportunity of witnessing con- 
siderable reduction in the number of 
hours of labour of all classes employed in 
the mines. In Northumberland, I may 
say, even before the Act of 1872 was 
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passed, we reduced the hours of boys from 
twelve to eleven, and by — nego- 
tiation we have more _ recently 
arranged that the hours of all boys (with 
the exception of a very few) of whatever 
age should not exceed ten from hank to 
bank. The right hon. Member for the 
Forest of Dean quoted some figures with 
regard to the hours of the men 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: | quoted 
those figures from the circular of the 
Northern Coal Owners’ Association. — I 
was corrected with regard to a portion of 
those figures, and, of course, I accepted 
the corrections. 


*Mr. BURT: I should say there were 
comparatively few of the men who work 
more than eight hows per day. Some 
of the boys work but eight hours. The 
great majority of them, however, and 
some few of the men engaged in the 
transit of the coal, work ten hows. The 
hewers all work less than eight hows. 
Other classes of adult workers are 
employed eight hours from bank to bank. 
The great majority of the underground 
employees, therefore, work not more than 
eight hours. In the north of England 
all these reductions of hours have been 
obtained by negotiation. It is quite true 
we joined in the agitation for shorten- 
ing the hours of the boys, and have had 
the assistance of legislation to some 
extent. My right hon. friend asks if I 
adhere to the statement [ made in 1887. 
[ remember I made some very qualified 
statements at that time with regard to 
the enormous difficulties we would have 
in the north of England. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE: You sup- 
ported the Amendment. 


*Mr. BURT: Yes: that was for a 
reduction to ten hours. 


*Sik CHARLES DILKE: The ten 
hours was the Government proposal. 
You voted for forty-eight hours a week. 


*Mr. BURT: Myright hon. friend wants 
me to go still further, and to promise 
to put my name on the back of some 
Bill which he intends to introduce. 
[ would rather see his Bill first. I 
would like to consider the words in their 
hearing, not only upon the methods, 
but upon what is practicable. In the 
north of England we have made great 
efforts to reduce the hours, and in my 
opinion they are already reduced to the 
lowest possible limit consistent with the 
Mr. Burt. 
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existing double-shift system. To make any 
further reduction in the hours of the boys 
we should have completely to revolutionise 
our system, which now works admirably 
with regard to the masses of the workmen 
throughout Durham and Northuumber- 
land. It is satisfactory both to employers 
and to workmen. I quite admit that it 
is not ideal, and I should very much like 
to see the hours of the boys further 
reduced. But I do not believe this Bill 
is the method by which that reduction can 
he accomplished. Ido not think this Bill 
would help us in the slightest degree. It 
is advisable even in legislation to have a 
plain and practical object at which to aim. 
I sympathise to a large extent with the 
humanitarian feeling which is growing 
throughout the country and pressing for 
shorter hours of labour, not only in the 
coal trade but in every trade, especially so 
far as juvenile labour is coneerned. 
I do not believe we can accept the present 
system as cither ideal or permanent ; 
but I think, too, that we ought at any 
rate to be satisfied that in removing one 
evil we are not introducing evils of 
greater magnitude. That, after all, is the 
great difficulty with regard to the miners 
in the north of England. They would 
gladiy have the hours of the boys reduced, 
but they cannot further reduce those 
hours without introducing much greater 
evils than they would remove. 


Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
I think the promoters of this Bill have 
everything to be satisfied with to-day. 
For the first time, I think, the opponents 
of the Bill have had to get another hon. 
Member to move its rejection. If the 
Bill does not become law for a few more 
sessions, I expect we shall have made 
converts of nearly all its present 
opponents. [am afraid my hon. friend 
the Member for Mid Durham unintention- 


'ally rather misled the House in regard te 


certain points in reference to the 


, action of the Miners’ Federation of Great 


Britain in connection with this Bill. The 
first point was with regard to the method 
of obtaining the ballot vote of the members 
of the Federation. He rather conveyed 
the idea that the vote had been obtained 
in a very haphazard manner. A_ ballot 
was taken at every pit in the Federation 
area in the Midland counties of England, 
with the result that 98 per cent. of the 
men who voted gave their adhesion 
to this Bill. In the next place, he spoke 
about eight hours continuous work 

that the Bill did not suggest eight 








133 


hou 
all 
tra) 
nec 
mu 
on 
tha 
the 
Ss 
\ 
pute 
pers 
beer 
ot I 
beet 
put 
Cert 
and 
in t 
vent 
tion 
frier 
to th 
tow 
eigh 
to bh 
wail 
we d 
play 
the | 
thos 
take 
laho 
I Corl 
ther 
on tl 
I hay 
pit h 
labou 
Mem 
Mine 
wen 
the 
pit b 
are j 
of fe 
hims 
to: 1 
durir 
in me 
will, 
Now 
the l. 
of th 
from 
Mi 
Is no 
of th 


Mi 


Oar 








1337 Mines (Eight 





{28 Fepruary 1900} Hours) Bill. 1338 
hours continuous work. Of course, we matters are sometimes misleading, because 
all know that. There must be time! they are not complete, While I admit 
travelling to and fro, but the time’ that this accession of the South Wales 
necessary for that purpose has been very Miners to the ranks of our Federatior 
much exaggerated. I should think that | accounts for a certain increase in our 
on the average it would not take more | membership, I do say that in the Midland 
than a quarter of an hour to travel from | counties of England we have for years 
the coal face to the pit bank. past maintained our membership. Now 
Sir F. S$. POWELL (Wigan); No, no. | = to es with 7 _ “a0 
3 ee . | question. was quite pleased to hear 
Mr. WOODS: The hon. member dis- ae Nice Niseihceee Phe Morpeth, whats 
putes my statement, but I speak with) yer. fairy minded man, point out that 
personal knowledge. Reference has also | this eight hours question is not really 
heen made to the question of the equality understood. [agree with him that eight 
of position of colliery owners, and it has | hours is quite long enough for. any man 
heen said that the object of this Bill is tot york underground at a time. But 
put all coal districts on the same footing. \hat I would like to put to the House 
Certainly. We want to show no favour jc this that. if eight hours is long 
and to give no advantage to amyone + enough, so long as it is a matter of 
in the markets of the country, and I arrangement, why should it be wrong to 
venture to say that the equality of posi-| gy it hy legislation ! On many occasions, 
tion suggested by the attitude of our jy) this House, i¢ has been deemed right 
friends from the north of England comes jt» interfere with adult labour. It has 
to this: they want some colliery owners }een done in connection with the Factory 
to work their men ten hours and others 4 ¢ts and with legislation affecting railway 
eight hours. We want all colliery owners | servants. Is it not a fact that on this 
to be on the same footing. We do not very day there is a special notice hung 
want to mjure the prospects of anyone, but up at every pit head warning miners 
we desire to do justice and to give fair | that they cannot be allowed to come out 
play to all in the trade. My. hon. friend of the mines before a certaiti hour, and 
the Member for Mid Durham spoke as if | phat if they do so they render themselves 
those whom he represented alone had jj.),]¢ toa penalty | | 
taken an active part in abolishing female ES ETO od 
labour at the pit brows. Unfortunately, Mr. LEES KNOW LES (Salford): That 
I come from a part of the country where is done to obviate danger to men engaged 
there are still over 4,000 females working in the winding. 
on the pit banks—-I refer to Lancashire. Mr. WOODS: Certainly. But that 
I have always taken the view that the does not alter the fact. We know it isa 
pit brow is not a suitable place for female judicious arrangement, but we say that 
labour, and IT may say in reply tothe hon. if the House can interfere with adult 
Member that when we were discussing the | labour in one respect it may also do 
Mines Regulations Bills of 1872 and 1887) so in other respects. It seems to have 
we made every effort we could to abolish been assumed, in the course of this 
the employment of females upon our debate, that our friends in the North of 
pit hanks. The leaders of our Federation England are unanimous in their opposi- 
are just as eager to support the abolition tion to this Bill. But what do we find? 
of female labour as the hon. Member On the last occasion on which a ballot 
himself. He has rather led the House was taken —and these figures were quoted 
to imagine that our organisation has by a deputation which waited upon Mr. 
during the last ten years been going down Gladstone in 1893-—-it was found that 
in membership, and that the Federation of the Durham miners 28,000 voted 
will, in fact, soon be wiped out altogether. against legislation and 12,000 in favour 
Now that is not the case, because within of it: 20,000 did not vote atall. The 
the last twelve months the membership question \naturally arises, why did they 
of the Miners’ Federation has leaped up pot vote? The answer is very simple. 
from 154,000 to 220,000. guhere is « rule in force in Durham and 
Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : Northumberland that no boy or man under 
Is not that increase due to the accession ; twenty yeurs of age shall be allowed to 
of the South Wales miners ? register a vote. 


Mr. WOODS: Not altogether. The, Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 
oard of Trade figures in regard to these That is not correct. 
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Mr. WOODS: I accept the hon. | 
Member’s correction, of course, but I may | 
explain that I gathered the fact from a 
document which can be seen in the | 
Library of the House. Now my hon. 


friend the Member for Mid Durham seems | 
to assume that the 20,000 who did not | 


vote were opposed to the Bill. I venture | 
to say that he is wrong in that assump: | 
tion, and I hold that, on the contrary, a | 


very large proportion of them are in | 


favour of the Bill now under the consider- 
ation of the House. 
may be said of the miners of Northum- 
berland. The hon. Baronet the Member 
for Chester-le-Street has again put for- 
ward the old argument that if this Bill 
passes it will tend to make the working of 
the mines more instead of less dangerous. 
| remember that in 1897 the hon. Mem- | 
ber challenged anyone to show how the | 


Bill would make the occupation of a, 


miner more safe, and he said it had 
been proved that by far the greatest 
number of accidents occur in the first 
four hours after the men go down into 
the pit. But I may quote my hon. 
friend the Member for Mid Durham, who 
answered a similar statement by the right 
hen. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean, by asserting that his experience 
in the county of Durham was that 
accidents generally happened in the night- 
time and when the men were nearly tired 
out. The argument of the promoters of 
the Bill is, in fact, that when the men get 
tired they become less careful and are 


less capable of taking proper precau- | 


tions against danger than they are in the 
early hours of their shift. In the course 
of the debate which took place in this 
House on the 23rd March, 1892, the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham put the case in a nutshell. 
He said he believed everyone would 
admit that eight hours continuous 
honest work at this occupation was a fair 
day’s work for any man. The hon. 
Baronet the Member for West Wolver- 
hampton seems to doubt that. 


*Sir ALFRED HICKMAN: Not so. | 


I think that eight hours is more than 
sufficient ; but I say that they do not 
actually work more than five and a half 
or six hours, 


Mr. WOODS: Well, it being generally 
admitted, then, that eight hours is quite 
sufficient, what objection can there be to | 
that limit being fixed by legislation? Is 
it not the easiest as well as the least irri- 
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I believe the same | 
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| tating way of settling the question?  |s 
“it not better than having resort to strikes ! 
| L agree with the right hon. Gentleman 
the. Member for W est Birmingham that 
|it is neither patriotic, prudent, nor 
politic to adopt a course calculated to 
lead to strikes, and I therefore hope that 
{the House, remembering the enormous 
| danger of the miner's occupation, will pass 
‘this Bill and thus give the miner more 
protection, while doing that justice to the 
| mining community which it has a right 
to expect at our hands. 


CoLoneEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire. 
Newton): The hon. Member who last 
spoke has referred in regretful tones to 
the fact that 4,000 women are still 
labouring at the Lancashire pit brows. | 
do not think he need be very down- 
hearted about it, for when it was pro- 
posed to put a stop to this female 
labour the Lancashire women proved too 
strong; they came to London and they 
successfully fought their own battle. The 
‘debate has shown that this is a very com- 
plex question. I do not, however, think 
that a very strong case has been made out 
for this Bill, which affects so many difter- 
ent interests. It surely is not too hard « 
thing to say that the measure is most im- 
practicable in every way. We are now 
suffering from a coal famine, and statistics 
show that the annual output of coal 
per man per vear is decreasing. In 1853 
it was 347 tons: in 1890 it was 308, and 
in 1897 it was 297, and if this Bill were 
passed it would still further diminish 
‘the production. It is clear that if 
the day’s work is to be limited to eight 
hours counted from the pit mouth, the 
actual hours of labour will be only six 
and a quarter hours, for it frequently 
takes half an hour to travel between the 


| pit brow and the face of the coal seam, 
and in addition there is usually an interval 


of three quarters of an hour for meals. 
This would reduce the production at 
least twenty-five per cent., and this is 
clearly proved by the experience of the 
short working hours on Saturdays, when 
from twenty-five to thirty per cent. less 
is got out than on other days. If such a 
falling off in production takes place, what 
will be the effect on our great manu- 


| facturing industries? Even at the preseut 


time there are works which, since the 
beginning of January, have, in consequence 
of the dearth of coal, been stopped some- 
thing like two days a week, and this has 


‘occurred in many parts of the country. 


Yet we are now asked to pass a_ Bill 
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which will still further lessen the output 
One other objection I have to 
the measure is that it penalises only the | 
colliery owners and not the workmen. 
Do my hon. friends think the employers | 
will always be able to get the men out of | 
the pit within the eight hours ? 

LEWIS: I 


move that the Question be now put. 


of coal ! 


Mr. HERBERT 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Aird, John 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Austin, Sir John ( Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 
Jan bury, Fredk. George 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bill, Charles 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 
Blake, Edward 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 
Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 
Buchanao, Thomas Ryburn 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burns, John 
rr ee —s Charles 
Caldwell, « James 
Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
a Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, P. George Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Franeis Allston 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 
Clough, Walter Owen 
( ‘owhill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, ‘Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John | 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. | 
| 


John 


Courtney, Rt. Hon. LeonardH. 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Crilly, Daniel = 
Crombie, John William 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) | 
Curran, ome (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, . James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan- “a ‘ardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Dic ‘kinson, Robert Edmond 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Donkin, Richard Sim 


' Foster, 


| Houldsworth, Sir Win. 
| Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, 





{28 Fepruary 1900} 
*Mr. 


*\Mr. 


beg to 
118. 
AYES. 


Doogan, P. C. 
Dorington, Sir John E. 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


Duckworth, James 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 


| Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas | 


Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, poogeag i (Glamorgan) 
Evans, Sir F. (South’ton) 
Ferguson, R. c “Munro (Leith 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

¥F inlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


| Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
| Fr 


, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (CityofLon. 
Gladstone,Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gold, Charles 


| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 


Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Hain) 


Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’y) | 


Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gull, Sir Cameron 


Gurdon,Sir WilliamBrampton | 
| Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Halsey, Thomas Frederick 


, Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
| Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
| Har wood, George 


| Hazell, Walter. 


Hedderwick,Thomas Chas. H. | 


Helder, Augustus 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 


| Henderson, Alexander 
| Hill, Rt. Hn. A. 8. (Staffs.) 
| Hobhouse, Henry 


Holland, William Henry 
Henry 


Hon. J. H. Cecil 


Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 


SPEAKER : 
Gentleman was concluding. 
COLONEL 
| I was about to say-—— 
SPEAKER : 

“That the Question be now pc 


The House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 45.) 
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PILKINGTON : No, Sir ; 


The 


question is, 


257; Noes, 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, James 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cumb.) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William E. H. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, RtHnJW(CumbT nd 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr MA (Qn’s Co.) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, James 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred 

Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W.( Yorks.) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. 
Montagu,Sir S. (Whitechapel) 
Mor ley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mount, William George 
Murray,Col. W, yndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
0’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington, ‘SirG. A.(Lanes,SW 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Pretyman, Ernest George Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Price, Robert John | Sinelair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 


Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward ; Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Purvis, Robert ls Souttar, Robinson 
Randell, David | Spencer, Ernest 
Rankin, Sir James Stanhope. Hon. Philip J. 
Redmond, William (Clare) Steadman, William Charles 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Ridley, I tt HonSirMatthewW. | Stone. ‘Sir Benjamin 
titchie, RtHonChas. Thomson | Strachey, Edward 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley. 
Robinson, Brooke Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | 
tollit, Sir Albert Kaye Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Runciman, Walter Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Rutherford, John Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxford Uni. 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees | Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles | Tennant, Harold John 
Schwann, Charles E. Thomas,A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich(Leigh) | Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Seely, Charles Hilton Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Seton-Karr, Henry Thornton, Percy M. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | Tollemache, Henry James 
Shaw, Charles Ed. (Stafford) | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) | Wallace, Robert 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbysh.) Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 


NOES. 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
(soschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Baldwin, Alfred Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts | Hardy, Laurence 

Bartley, George C. T. ' Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Beach, Rt. Hn. “WWB. (Hants.) Hayne,Kt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Beckett, Ernest William Heath, James 

Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe Heaton, John Henniker 
Bethell, Commander Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Hickman, Sir Alfred 
— Colonel Henry Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 

Bond, Edward Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme — Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Bowles. ‘apt. H.F.(Middlesex) Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Brassey, Albert Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Brown, Alexander H. Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Win. 
Burt, Thomas King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) Kitson, Sir James 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Knowles, Lees 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) | Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
( ‘oddington, Sir William Leighton, Stanley 
Colomb,Sir JohnCharlesReady Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Swans. 
Colston, C. Edw. H. Athole | Long,Col CharlesW.(Evesham 
Cook, Fred Lucas (Lambeth) | Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Cripps, Charles Alfred Lowther, Rt. HonJames( Kent) | 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles Macdona, John Cumming 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingfield- Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Douglas, lt. Hon. A. Akers- | M‘Ew an, William 
Dy ke, Rt. Hn. “7 WilliamHart M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rgh,W 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Fenwick, Charles Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mane’r | Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F 
Fisher, William — es Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) Milbank.Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Garfit, William Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Gedge, Sydney Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 





Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord 


Question put accordingly, ‘That the 
word ‘now ° stand part of the Question.” ! 199. 
AYES. 
Abraham, Wim. (Cork, N.E.) | Ambrose, Robert 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Arrol, Sir William 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 


| 


| 


| 


j 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
! 


| 


The House divided :— 
(Division List No. 46.) 
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, Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, ThomasCourtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, Jaines Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
|W hiteley, H.( Ashton-under- L. 
W hittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts. 
Willox, Sir John Archibala 
Wilson, Frederick W.(Norfolk) 
Wilson,Jos. H. (Middlesbrough 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks. 
Woodhouse,SirJ T (Hudderst’d 


Hours) Bill. 


| Woods, Samuel 


Wortley, ~ t. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 

Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Lewis and Mr. 
Jacoby. 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darl’ston) 
Pease, Sir J. W. (Durham) 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. (Lancs. Newton) 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
tichardson, Sir T.( Hartlepool } 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
found, James 

{ussell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenh’m) 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Duciey 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Strauss, Arthur 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Ward, Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Welby,Lt.Col. A.C.E (Taunt’n 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 


Sir James Joicey and Mr. 
John Wilson (Durham). 


-Ayes, 175; Noes, 


Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 


Baker, Sir John 
Barlow, John Emmott 
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Bay 
Bho 
Bills 
Birr 
Blal 
Bolt 
Broz 
Bry 
Bue 
Bur 
Bux 
Calc 
Can 
Can 
Car 
Cau 
Caw 
Cha 
(lat 
Cla 
Cog 
Cols 
Cril 
(ror 
Cun 
Cur 
Dal; 
Dav 
Den 
Dilk 
Dill 
Don 
Doo 
Dou 
Due 
un 
Ellis 
En 
Eva 
Eva 
Ferg 
Fiso 
Fitz 
Flan 
Flov 
Fost 
Ke WwW! 
Fox, 
(lad 
(rode 
diold 
4iree 
Gret: 
direy 
4vurd 


\ird 
Anst 
Areh 
Arno 
Baill 
Bain 
Baire 
Bale 
Bald 
Balfc 
Bank 
Barr’ 
Bart 
Beac' 
Beac 
Veck 
Begg 
Bem1 
Beth 
Bill, 
Blun 
Bond 
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Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Billson, ‘Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

suxton, Sydney Charles 

Caldwell, James 
Conk, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Cumpbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clare, ¢ letavius Leigh 

Clark, Dr. G.B. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colville, John 
Crilly, Daniel 
Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n) | 
Deuny, Colone 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Duckworth. Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorean) 
Evans,SirFrancisH(South’ton) | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 


{28 FEBRUARY 1900} 


| Haldane, Richard Burdon 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 

Harwood, George 

Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 

Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 

fhenderson, Alexander 

Hill, Rt.Hn. A. Staveley (Staffs 

Holland, William Henry 

Howell, William Tudor 

| Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 

| Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

| Johnson-Ferguson,JabezEdw. 
| Jones, David B. (Swansea) 

| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 

| Kay “Shuttleworth, {tHnsir U 

| Kearley, — 

Kenyon, James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batt 

Lawson,SirW utrid(C unm land) 

| Le ese, Sir. JosephF. (Accrington 

Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd- -George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

| Lowther, RtHnJ W(Cumb’land 

Lueas- Shadw ell, William 

Macaleese, Daniel 

| MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.((n’s C. 

' M‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

| M‘Killop, James 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W.( Yorks. 

Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 





Fison, Frederick William 1 Montagu, Sir S.( Whitechapel) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund | Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
(;ladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

(iold, Charles 

(ireen, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gretton, John 

d4ireville, Hon. Ronald 
4vurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 


\ird, John 

Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Bailhe, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lod 
3aldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 

Banbury, Frederick George 

Barry, Rt. Hon.A. H.S.-(Hunts) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, ‘Rt.Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B. (Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 

Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 

Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Bond, Edwaré 








| O’Brien, James F. X. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 

| Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Norton, apt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
(Cork) 


O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

Pease, A. E. (Cleveland) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 


NOES. 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, Capt. H.F.(Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 
Beown, Alexander H. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burt, Thomas 
Cameron, Robert (Durhain) 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, “Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


John 














Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 





Hours) Bill. 


Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington, SirG. A.(LanesS W 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Randell, David 
edmond, William (Clare) 
eid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Robestson, Edmund (Dundee) 
tobinson, Brooke 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, John 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw, Chas. E. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Bobinson 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal (Westineath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merth’r 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, 5.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay ¥. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, Jaines Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whiteley,H. (Ashton- under-L. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,J ohnCarvell(Notts. ) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
W oodhouse,SirJ. T.(Hudder’d) 
Woods, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AyES— 
Mr. Herbert Lewis and Mr. 
Jacoby. 
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( ourtney, R tt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Cox, [rwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir — Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir William H. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fergusson, RetHnsir J.(Mane’r 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannat syne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 



































































XL 





1347 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 

(rarfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H. (CityofLond. 
Gibbs,Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Rbt. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, K. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampste’d) 


, {djournment of 





{COMMONS} 


Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col.Chas. W. (Evesham) | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) | 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Macleam, James Mackenzie 
Macelure, Sir John William 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton | 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Milner, Sir Fred. George 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. 





the House. 
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Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

tentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, SirThos.(Hart’pl) 
tidley, Rt. Hn. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
found, James 

Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
| Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire 


Sidebottom, Win. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christehurcl:) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stewart. Sir M. J. M‘Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) | Morrell, George 


Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Hubbbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jackson,Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lrwrence,SirE Durning-(Corn. 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. Edw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Words added. Main Question, as 
amended, put, and agreed to. 
Second Reading put off for six months. 


NEW BILLS. 


SCHOOL BOARD ELECTIONS (LONDON). 

Bill to alter the divisions of London for 
the election of the School Board, and 
thereby abolish the Cumulative Vote, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Flower, 
Mr. James Bailey, Mr. John Burns, Mr. 
Marks, Mr. Pickersgill, Mr. Harry Samuel, 
Sir Blundell Maple,and Mr. W. F. D. Smith. 


SCHOOL BOARD hae (LONDON) 
“To alter the divisions of London for 
the election of the School Board, and | 
thereby abolish the Cumulative Vote,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Wesdesday next, 

and to be printed. | Bill 104. | 
FIRE BRIGADES. 
Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire and report as to the | 


Morton, Arthur 


Oldroyd, Mark 
Pease, Herbert I 


Pease,SirJoseph 
Penn, John 


Purvis, Robert 








Morrison, Walter 


Mount, William George 
Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Parkes, Ebenezer 


Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, R. (Lanes,Newton 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Rt. Hn..J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 
Walrond,Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Wanklyn, James Weslie 
Ward, Hon. RobertA.(Crewe) 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE( Taunton) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir James Joicey and Mr. 
John Wilson (Durham). 


Herbert 


H.A.(Depti'd 


». (Darlington) 
W. (Durham) 





existing arrangements for the provision 
of Fire Brigades (including both staff and 


‘ appliances) in England and Wales except- 


ing the Metropolitan Fire Brigade ; the 
adequacy of such arrangements for the 
due protection of life and property from 
destruction or injury from fire, and the 
Amendments, if any, which are necessary 
or desirable in the law on the subject. 

Committee accordingly nominated of, 
Colonel Bowles, Mr. Cameron, Mr. Jesse 
Collings, Mr. Duncombe, Sir George 
Fardell, Mr. Thomas Joseph Farrell, Mr. 
Heath, Mr. Howell, Mr. William Jones, 
Mr. Malcolm, Mr. Palmer, Mr. Pym, Mr. 
Harold Reckett, Mr. Richardson, and 
Major Wyndham-Quinn. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power 


to send for persons, papers, and records. 
Ordered, That Five be the quorum.— 


(Sir William Walrond.) 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
First Report brought up, and read ; to 
lie upon the Table and to be printed. 


Adjourned at Three minutes before Six of the clock. 





in Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member 
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New Bi. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, March 1st, 1900. 


SAT FIRST. 
The Lord Ludlow sat first in 
ment after the death of his father. 
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-arlia- 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 
IMSCHENETZKY’S URALITE 
BILL [H.1. ]. 


PATENT 


Committed. 

WESTGATE AND BIRCHINGTON 
WATER BILL (11.1. ). 
EXMOUTH AND DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H.1.}. 


Committed: The Committees to 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


he 


LONDON HYDRAULIC POWER 
PANY BILL [H.1.}. 


NORTH-EASTERN RATLWAY BILL[H.1. }. 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL [#.L.}. 


TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [H.1.}. 


FMISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL [H.1.]. 


RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL (4.1. }. 


COM- 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD AND CENTRAL 


IRELAND RAILWAY COMPANTES 
AMALGAMATION BILE [ii..]. 

GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK, AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BILL [H.1.]. 
Committed: The Committees to be 

proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (DEFEC- 
TIVE AND EPILEPTIC CHILDREN). 
Minute of the Committee of Council on 

Education, dated 26th February, 1900, 
providing for grants on account of the 
edueation of defective and epileptic 
children, aud prescribing conditions to be 
fulfilled by certified schools for such 
children. 


VOL. LXXIX. 


[FOURTH SERIES. ] 


{1 Marcu 1900} 





New Bill. 
QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY. 
Annual Reports and Accounts of the 


1350 


Governors, for the year ended 31st 

December, 1899. 

RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC 
ACTS, 1854-1894. 


Eleventh Annual Report of the Railway 
and Canal Commission ; with appendix. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 


RENTS). 
Return for the month of July, 1899. 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSION. 
Fifty-second Report of the Ecclesiastical 
for with 


Commissioners England ; an 

appendix. 

TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
DT Ia 


SERIES). 


No, 522. Russian Railways. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PHARMACY (IRELAND) 


AND 1899, 
Order in Council, dated 21st February, 
1900, approving of a regulation made by 
the Pharmaceutical Society. 


ACTS, — 1875 


PIERS AND HARBOUR ACTS (PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS, SESSION 1900). 
Report by the Board of Trade of their 
proceedings under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, and the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, Amendment Act. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITY LONDON ACT, 

Regulations made for the University 
of London by the Commissioners under 
the Act ; Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and to he printed. (No. 15.) 


OF 1SYs. 


NEW BILL. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [u.1.]. 

A Bill to amend the Acts relating to 
publiclibraries, museums, and gymnasiums, 
and to regulate the liability of managers 
of libraries to proceedings for libel Was 
presented by the Lord Windsor ;read 1/ ; 
and to be printed. (No. 16.) 

3 C 
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LUNACY BILL [H.L.}. 


CoMMITTEE. 


House in Committee (according — t¢ 
Order). 


Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :—- 


Amendment moved— 


“On page 1, after line 22, to insert as a new 
subsection, *(2.) The judicial authority shall, 
in his report to the Commissioners, state defi. 
nitely whether in his opinion the detention of 
the patient is or is not proper.’”—(The Lord 
Chancellor.) 


*THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 

of Hatspury): Clause 2 deals with 
judicial authorities and reception orders, 
and I move this Amendment so as to 
compel the judicial authority to state 
definitely whether in his opinion the 
patient ought to be detained or not. 


On Question, agreed to. 

Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 3 to 10 agreed to. 
Clause 11 :— 


Amendment moved — 


“To insert as a new clause, ‘Section one 
hundred and sixty-nine of the principal Act 
shall be extended so as to permita local autho- 
rity to appoint not more than one-third of the 
visiting committee from persons not members 
of the local authority.’ ”—(Lord Norton.) 


*THE Eart oF HALSBURY: I have 


no objection to accepting this clause. 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clauses 11 and 12 agreed to. 
Clause 13 :— 
Lorp RIBBLESDALE: I should like to 


ask the noble and learned Lord who is in 
charge of this Bill whether he will en- 
courage me at this stage to move a new 
Boarding-out Clause. | think my noble 
friend Lord Monkswell, who is unable to be 
here to-night, has explained its nature to 
the noble and learned Lord. If he can 
accept it now I will explain it tothe House. 


*THe Earn oF HALSBURY: I am 
atraid that at this stage of the Bill I can_ 


‘not accept the Amendment. 
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Personally, 
I see no objection to it, but there are two 
Departments of the Gov ernment interested 
ae Home Office and the Local Govern- 
ment Board—and until I have received 
their answer to a communication I have 
addressed to them I cannot go into the 
proposed new Clause. 

Lord RIBBLESDALE: Then I may 


move it at the third reading ? 
*THE EARL OF HALSBURY : Yes. 
Clauses 13 to 18 agreed to. 
Clause 19: 
Lorp RIBBLESDALE: I move the 


omission of this clause because, in my 
opinion, it will lead to a good deal of un- 
necessary expense and inconvenience, and 
possibly friction. The plans of all asylums 
are subject to the approval of the Secre- 
tary of State (section 254 (2) Lunacy Act, 
1890) after reference to the Commissioners 
(section 272 Lunaey Act, 1890), and I 
think this is sufficient fer al! practical 
purposes. The inconvenience and friction 
might arise in a case where a building 
was appropriated for some _ particular 
purpose and used under the advice of the 
Visiting Committee for another purpose. 
The London County Council also think 
that the provision of copies of the plans 
referred to would be very costly. 


Amendment moved 


“To leave out Clause 19.°—( Lord Ribbles- 
dale.) 


*THE EArt oF HALSBURY : I cannot 

agree to the Amendment. The clause 
was discussed at considerable length and 
settled in its present form last session, 
and [ see no reason why the Commis- 
sioners in Lunacy should not be consulted 
with reference to any alterations. 


Amendment (by leave of the House) 
withdrawn. 


Clause 19 agreed to. 


Amendment moved 


“ After Clause 19, to insert the following 
clause :—‘ The power of two or more local 
authorities to agree to unite’in providing and 
maintaining a district asylum shall be construed 
as including a power to agree to unite in pro- 
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unacy.’ ”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


clause which the medical 


see no objection to its insertion. 
New clause agreed to. 
Clause 20 agreed to. 
Clause 21 :— 
Amendment moved— 


“In line 35, after ‘widow or’ 
‘widowed.’ ”—( Lord Ribblesdale. ) 


a helpless husband. 


the wording as it is. 
withdrawn. 


agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


New clause agreed to. 
Clauses 25 to 27 agreed to. 


Clause 28 :— 













































*THE EARL OF HALSBURY: This is a 


generally are very anxious should be 
inserted in the Bill. It enables 
authorities to unite in providing and 
maintaining a laboratory for pathological 
research in connection with lunacy, and I 


*THE Eart or HALSBURY: I cannot 
agree to this Amendment, because i 
would have the effect of excluding a 
woman who is not widowed but who has 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: I am inclined 
to agree with the noble and learned Lord. 
[ told the Asylums Committee yesterday 
that I thought it would be better to leave 


Amendment (by leave of the House) 
Clause 21, with verbal Amendments, 
Clauses 22, 23, and 24 agreed to. 


“ After Clause 24 to insert the following | 
clause :—‘Section 335 of the principal Act 
(which relates to pensions of lunatics payable by 
public departments) shall extend to Scotland 
and [reland.’”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


*THe Eart or HALSBURY : There is 
no reason why Scotland and Ireland 
should be excluded from the benefits of | 
this section, and I therefore move that it 
shall extend to Scotland and Ireland. 
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viding and maintaining a laboratory for 
vathological research in connection 


Amendment moved-— 


“In page 11, after line 14, to insert as a new 
subsection, ‘(5.) Notice of the determination of 
a reception order under this section shall be 
sent to the Commissioners by the manager of 
the instivution or person having charge of the 
lunatic within two clear days of the date 
thereof.’”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


*THE EArt or HALSBURY: It is 
obviously desirable that notice of the 
determination of a reception order should 
be sent to the Commissioners, and I do 
not know why this provision was omitted, 


Amendment agreed to. 


Remaining clauses agreed to. 


First Schedule : 
Amendments proposed — 


“In page 12, line 5, to leave out ‘ bear such 
proportion to’ and insert ‘not be less than six 
sixtieths nor more than twenty-four sixtieths 
of’; in line 6, leave out all words after ‘ injury ’ 
to the end of (1) ; and in line 13, leave out ‘ to 
which he is entitled’ and insert ‘which he may 
receive.’ ”—( Lord Ribblesdale.) 


*THE Kart or HALSBURY: I am un- 
able to agree to these Amendments to the 
Schedule. In the first place, I doubt very 
much the competence of this House to 
deal with questions of taxation ; and, in 
the next place, the objection to the 
Amendments on the part of the Treasury 
is a proper one. The Amendments alter 


‘the nature of the pensions for the rest of 


the Civil Service, and the Treasury will 
not agree to them. If the words pro- 


| posed were put in here they would cer- 


tainly be struck out elsewhere. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: I cannot meet 


‘the taxpayer and Treasury objections, 


which are formidable in this House ; but 
it was thought that the definitions 
“ slightly impaired,” ‘ impaired,” “materi- 


‘ally impaired,” and “totally destroyed,” 


brought in such very subtle appreciations 
of injuries that it would be very difficult 
to estimate the amount of compensation. 
Can I move the insertion of the words in 
my Amendment, and let the Treasury 
object afterwards ? 


*THe Eart or HALSBURY: I am 
afraid not. 


Amendments withdrawn 


Schedules agreed to. 


BO ae 
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*THE Ear or HALSBURY: This Bill 
has twice been before your Lordships, and 
as the Amendments that have been inserted 
are of an unimportant character there is 
no necessity to refer it to the Standing 
Committee. I therefore move that the 
Standing Committee be negatived. 

Standing Committee negatived; the 
Report of Amendments to be received on 
Monday next, and Bill to be printed as 
umended. [No. 17.] 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR-SUGGESTED 
FURTHER CALLING UP OF VOLUN- 
TEERS. 

Lorp BLYTHSWOOD: My Lords, I 
rise to call attention to the great necessity 
there is that 10,000 more Volunteers be 
called upon at once to fill up the 
regiments now in South Africa with 
grown men fit for the arduous work of 
the war now in progress, especially as it 
takes some time to organise such re- 
inforceements; and that all expenses 
should be met by the Government and 
not by private subscription. I make no 
apology for bringing this very important 
matter to the attention of your Lordships, 
but before entering into it I must con- 
gratulate the noble Marquess the Seere- 
tary of State! for War on the successful 
consummation of the arduous work he and 
his coadjutors at the War Office have 
heen engaged in during the past four or 
five months. I congratulate him also on 
the fact that that gallant soldier, Lord 
Roberts, who left these shores at a time 
when most men would have been stricken 
down with sorrow, has within the short 
time he has been in South Africa not only 
reorganised the army but has organised 
victory. We should not relax our 
exertions to support the army in South 
Africa in the arduous work they have got 
before them, and I do not think it is too 
much to call upon the Volunteers, who as 
we know are ready, to come forward and 
emulate the noble deeds of our soldiers, 
and help them to bring this war to a 
speedy conclusion. The Volunteers are 
anxiously looking forward to the answer 
of the noble Marquess, and I should like 
to know what is being done with regard 
to the waiting companies, and whether 
any equipment has been given to them. 
I think it is very necessary that equip- 
ment should be given to the Volunteers 
as soon as possible, because it is evident 
that their services will he required before 
long. As everyone knows, there is 


‘LORDS} 
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nothing so expensive as haste, and I trust 
we shall take time by the forelock and 
place these men in a position to go out 
and join their comrades immediately they 
are wanted, All expenses connected with 
the equipment of Volunteers should he 
borne by the country. It is perfectly 
useless to try to run this war upon private 
subscriptions. You may just as well 
try to run the British Constitution upon 
voluntary effort and have no taxation at 
all. Voluntary effort has come forward 
in a marvellous manner during this war, 
upon which fact we may all feel proud. 
Voluntary effort has enough to do in 
looking after the widows and families of 
the brave men who go from our shores to 
uphold the Empire in its integrity, and in 
caring for the sick and wounded. I con- 
tend that voluntary effort should not he 
called wpon to do that which the Govyern- 
ment should do, and to provide money 
which should come out of the taxation of 
the country. Any person who looks down 
the subscription lists of any of owr great 
towns will see that a certain number of 
people frequently contribute, and that 
there are a great many who never supply 
a single farthing towards any of these 
objects. I do not see why in the case of 
this war, which is a national matter, 
everyone should not be compelled to con- 
tribute towards the necessary expendi- 
ture, 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
My Lords, I cannot leave without a word 
of acknowledgment the sympathetic ex- 
pressions which fell from my noble friend 
in the preface to his remarks. [| feel 
sure that what he said of the good news 
which reached us to-day echoed — the 
feelings present in the mind of every man 
and woman in this country and in the 
sritish Empire. The shadow of impend- 
ing calamity, which has darkened our 
path for so long, is at last removed. We 
heard of the relief of Ladysmith, I think, 
with two feelings—one of intense  satis- 
faction that we should have escaped that 
calamity ; the other of admiration for the 
men who have done this thing for us. 
If we are to apportion that admiration, | 
do not know whether the larger portion 
of it should be given to the force which, 
under Sir George White, has held out 
with such conspicuous determination and 
gallantry during these weary weeks and 
months, or to the troops, who, under the 
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South 


command of Sir Redvers Buller, were 
undeterred by reverses and checks and 
by physical difficulties, the magnitude of 
which I doubt whether we even yet appre- 
ciate and understand; or last, but not 
least, to the Commander-in-Chief in South 
Africa, to whose splendid military instinct 
it is due that the pressure upon Natal 
should have been relieved by that vigorous 
and successful offensive movement in the 
Orange Free State of which we heard 
with such delight the day before yester- 
day. I shall certainly not differ from my 
noble friend when he tells us that this 
twofold success should not be made the 
pretext for any relaxation of our efforts. 
Those efforts will not be relaxed, and I 
recognise that the motion of my noble 
friend is germane to the subject, and that 
he is within his rights in calling our atten- 
tion to it. [ understand my noble friend 
to suggest that 10,000 additional Volun- 
teers should he called upon at once to 
fill up the regiments now in South Africa, 
and 1 think it is clear from his observa- 
tions that he referred to those battalions 
which have had added to them a company 
of Volunteers from this country. Of 
those Volunteers there are, either in or 
on their way to South Africa, a little over 
7,000 altogether; and, when it was 
decided that the Volunteers should be 
offered an opportunity of thus contribut- 
ing to the strength of the field force, it 
was announced, in the Army order which 
was published, that an equal number of 
waiting companies might be maintained 
at home for the purpose of supplying the 
requirements of the companies in South 
Africa. The noble Lord tells us that we 
should make it our business to see that 
these waiting companies are thoroughly 
equipped and ready to start at short 
notice for the theatre of war. My Lords, 
there is one difficulty in the way, and it 
is rather a formidable one. It is this, that 
the waiting companies have not yet come 
forward to any great extent. For the 
original companies we required a total of 
sixty-seven companies. Of these we have 
obtained fifty-six. Of the waiting com- 
panies, four only have, [ am sorry to say, 
up to the present time, been formed. 
And, of course, my noble friend knows 
that we have no power whatever to force 
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Volunteers to enter either into the original | 


companies or into the waiting companies. 


There are acertainnumber of men, I believe, 


ready to accept service in the waiting 
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even if a whole company is not forthcom- 
ing, individual Volunteers who desire to 
accept the liability should be permitted 
to proceed to South Africa as drafts. 
Then my noble friend spoke upon the 
subject of the manner in which the ex- 
penses of raising these companies had 
been defrayed. He told us that it was 
wrong to attempt to run the war by 
private subscriptions, and I think he must 
have left on your Lordships’ minds the im- 
pression that the greater part of the cost 
of those Volunteer battalions had fallen 
upon private, and not upon public, funds. 
Nothing could be further from the truth. 
These men are, of course, paid by the 
State; they receive all the usual allow- 
ances as soldiers. They receive camp 
equipment, their transport is paid for 
them, and they receive a capitation grant 
to cover the cost of clothing equipment of 
£12 per head. I may be told that that 
capitation grant is inadequate. The sum 
was arrived at by calculating the cost of 
the different articles necessary for the 
Volunteers at the price at which they 
would have been procured if they had 
been bought by the War Department, and 
then adding to it 10 per cent. to cover 
the difference between the cost of pur- 
chase by private agencies and the cost of 
the same things when procured by public 
Departments. This 10 per cent. was not 
considered sufficient, and we raised it to 
20 per cent. The original grant was £9, 
and the capitation grant ultimately paid 
was £12 per head, and I am assured that 
that sum ought to be sufficient to supply 
the necessary equipment. Of course, we 
know that the friends of the Volunteers 
and of the Imperial Yeomanry desire that 
these soldiers, who deserve all possible 
consideration at our hands, should be 
given something more than that which is 
strictly necessary, and hence it has come 
to pass that funds have been subscribed 
to all over the country with very great 
generosity. But these funds are intended, 
not to make good deficiencies in the 
payments out of the public purse, 
but to provide various things not 
strictly indispensable, but which add 
to the comfort and convenience of the 
different corps. Therefore I do not think 
it is quite fair that it should be suggested 
to your Lordships that these Volunteer 
companies have been run by private sub- 
scriptions. My own impression is that, 
however much the payments from public 


companies, and we have arranged that funds were to be, we should find that the 
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friends of the Volunteers desired to do 
something to show their sympathy and 
goodwill to the force. As my noble friend 
begged that we would not relax our 
efforts, and as the purport of his observa- 
tions was to show that we were probably 
not doing quite enough to maintain the 
force in South Africa at a proper level, I 
would ask your Lordships’ permission to 
tell you what reinforcements we are going 
to send out to South Africa during the 
next few weeks ; and I cannot help think- 
ing that when the figures are before the 
House your Lordships will see that there 
is not much risk of any part of the force 
suffering from inanition. In the week 
which will end on the 4th of this month 
eight ships are due carrying 4,700 men. 
In the week ending March 11 fifteen ships 
are due carrying 11,800 men; in the 
week ending March 18 eleven ships are 
due carrying 9,900 men; in the week 
ending March 25 nine ships are due 
arrying 8,900 men; and in the week 
ending April 1 six ships are due carrying 
3,200 men, making in all the total of 
38,817 men. And, over and above these, 
there are other troops about to proceed 
to South Africa, but not vet allotted to 
ships, who will arrive after the beginning 
of April, to the number of 17,880 men. 
They include 6,000 drafts for battalions 
of the Line and the infantry of the Eighth 
Division, numbering 9,500, all Regular 
troops. I trust, therefore, your Lordships 
will see from these figures that there is 
no prospect whatever of that stream of 
reinforcements of which I spoke the other 
evening running dry during the next few 
weeks. 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I desire to associate myself, and I 
am sure my noble friends near me also 
wish to do so, with what the noble Mar- 
quess has said with reference to the news 
which we have received to-day. It has, I 
am sure, given the utmost gratification, 
not only in this country, but throughout 
the whole Empire. The noble Marquess 
spoke, I thought, with great justice of the 
extraordinary difficulties with which the 
forces under General Buller have had to 
contend. These difficulties have evidently 
been of a most serious character, and we 
must recognise from the gallantry and the 
perseverance shown by the troops under 
circumstances of extreme difficulty and 
danger that there never was a time when 
the British soldier displayed more courage, 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


\LORDS} 


' perseverance, and endurance than he has 
Pp ; 
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on the present occasion. I need not allude 
to the brilliant success of Lord Roberts, 
That is appreciated by everyone ; but | 
must mention in connection with it that I 
am quite certain that everyone in the 
country has heard with pleasure that it 
fell to the lot of our Canadian countrymen 
to perform most brilliant and effective 
service in the attack on the laager of 
General Cronje. It is not merely that 
we admire their bravery, but we recognise 
the fortunate circumstance that an occasion 
should have occurred to enable them 
to show that they are fully worthy to 
fight at the side of the best of 
our soldiers. I shall not attempt to 
enter into the question as to the Volun- 
teers ; but I may say that I have heard 
with great satisfaction the statement of 
the noble Marquess as to the number of 
reinforcements which either have been 
sent out or will be sent out, for of this | 
am convinced, that, although the cost 
may be great, and although the exertions 
necessary to collect the troops may be 
arduous, it would be far better that our 
preparations should be apparently larger 
than the occasion requires than that, if 
we should meet with unexpected 
difficulties, we should not be able to 
supply the force necessary to achieve 
success. Therefore, I say I welcome 
with great pleasure the statement of the 
noble Marquess, because I think it shows 
that the Government is fully alive to the 
necessities of the case, and is prepared to 
take every step to bring the war to a 
satisfactory conclusion. 


EarL SPENCER: I do not rise to add 
anything to what has been said by the 
noble Earl who has just sat down as to 
the pleasure with which we all received 
the news of the great success of British 
arms in South Africa, but to say that I 
am very glad to hear from the noble 
Marquess that the Government have 
agreed to raise the percentage to be paid 
towards the equipment of the Volunteers. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 


It was done some time ago. 


EARL SPENCER: I do not think the 
public are quite aware of it. I know 
it will be a great relief in many places 
where equipment funds have been raised. 
The noble Marquess stated that the 
waiting companies had not been filled up. 
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That is an important matter, and I hope 
that as the conditions under which they 
are to go out are more known these 
companies will secure all the men required. 


{1 Marcu 1900} 


Though I recognise the immense impor- | 


tance of reinforcements going out to 
South Africa, I think it is of equal impor- 


tance that the force which in its inception | 
was intended for defensive purposes in | 
England should be thoroughly and com- | 


pletely filled up. I should like to know 
when the Government will be in a_posi- 
tion to state the new conditions which 
they are going to offer to the Volunteer 
force. L understood from the noble 
Marquess the other day that new arrange- 
ments would be made to ensure efficiency 
and to assist the expenditure of Volun- 
teer corps. I attach very great importance 
to an early intimation of those arrange- 
ments. In my own county there is a 
pause at the present moment with regard 
to getting more Volunteers until they 
know what the arrangements of the 
Government are to be. Therefore it is of 
great importance that the arrangements 
which the Government are going to make 
to assist the Volunteers and to consolidate 
that very important force should be 
notified as speedily as possible. 


*THE EArt oF NORTHBROOK : I rise 
to confirm the statement of the noble 
Marquess the Secretary of State for War 
that the Government do supply the 
necessary expenses both of Volunteers and 
Yeomanry. It is so in those corps with 
which [ am connected, and the subserip- 
tions which have been raised have been 
applied to giving extra assistance to the 
men, and, what is a very sensible thing, in 
insuring their lives when they go to the 
front. I very much regret to hear that 
the additional Volunteer companies have 
not been coming forward in the numbers 
we had hoped, but I trust that very soon 
this will be the case. 


| 


THE EARL oF FEVERSHAM : I wish | 


to ask the noble Marquess the Secretary | 


of State for War whether it is not the 
immemorial custom of this country, when 
a great victory is won, to celebrate the 
event by a salute of guns, and why this 
has not been observed on the present 
occasion. 


that question. 
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precedents are, or whether the present 
occasion is one which, according to im- 
memorial usage, would be appropriate for 
firing salutes in the Park. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—TELEGRAMS 
TO SOLDIERS ON SERVICE. 
*Tue Eart or LICHFIELD: My 
Lords, at the request of the noble Duke 
the Postmaster-General, I have arranged 
to postpone until next week the question 
standing in my name, which was to ask 
the Postmaster General when the scheme 
of registered telegraphic addresses for the 
troops in South Africa, promised by the 
Secretary of State for War, would be put 

in force. 


SHORT RANGE SHOOTING GALLERIES. 


THE EArt oF LEVEN ano MEL- 
VILLE: My Lords, I beg to ask Her 


Majesty’s Government whether, in view 
of the great difficulty in providing safe 
and accessible rifle ranges, they will con- 
sider the establishment in towns and 
villages of short range shooting galleries 
of 100 yards, to be open at night as well 
as by day, where Militiamen and Volun- 
teers may, under a qualified instructor, 
practise the use of the regulation or some 
similar rifle adapted for a short range. 
I would venture to ask your Lordships’ 
indulgence while I say a few words on 
the subject of the question of which 
I have given notice. It one 
which I think your Lordships will all 
admit is of national and of almost Im 
perial importance. Upon the encourage- 
ment of our Volunteers and Militiamen 
to practise rifle shooting depends to a 
very great extent their efficiency when 
called to the front. Unfortunately, it 
has happened, just at the time when this 
most important want felt in the 
country, that there is an increasing difti- 
culty in keeping up the existing ranges 
at which this practice has hitherto taken 
place. The noble Earl on the opposite 
side of the House told us the other day 
that even in the town of Winchester, 
which one would think from its natural 
position was admirably adapted for this 


1S 


1s 


| purpose, there has been the greatest difti- 


| 


| 


| 





culty in providing ranges for the troops 


who are stationed there. And not only 


is it difficult to find new ranges, but the 
original ranges, as time goes on, are 
*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: [| becoming so dangerous through the in- 
am afraid I am quite unable to answer 
Ido not know what the | 


creased power of the rifle that it is neces- 
sary to move them greater distances from 
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the towns in which the majority of | 


the men who use them _ live. A 
good many years ago, at the time when 
the Wimbledon ranges were — being 
abolished, the noble Earl on the cross 
benches, the father of the Volunteers, 
endeavoured to get those ranges re-estab- 
lished at Richmond Park. On the 27th 
July, 1s888,* Lord Wantage introduced 
this subject to your Lordships in  pre- 
senting a Petition in favour of using a 
portion of Richmond Park as a site for the 
annual meeting of the National Rifle 
Association. In the course of the 
discussion on that occasion, the noble 
Earl on the cross benches pointed 
out that in his opinion the danger 
of these ranges was greatly exaggerated. 
He alluded to the case of a man who had 
lived in a house within a very few yards of 
the butts, and who remained in that house 
during the whole fortnight of the Wim- 
bledon meeting, with the bullets in 
thousands pattering on the targets near 
him. The noble Earl said this man did 
not suffer in any way, and he used this 
as an argument to show that the ranges 
would not be dangerous in Richmond 
Park. The noble Marquess the Prime 
Minister, in his very terse reply, said 
that if it were true that the man referred 
to lived in that house with the bullets 
pattering round him every day for a fort- 
night from morning till night, except 
Sundays, then all he could say was, that 
man was worthy of his race. “But,” 
added the noble Marquess, “I do not 
think you can expect everyone else to 
follow that great example, and rifle ranges 
must go further afield.” From that day to 
this the tendency has been to drive rifle 
ranges further out, until to-day they are 
very much fewer and less accessible than 
they used to be, and the great majority of 
Volunteers find it extremely difficult to 
travel the increased distances in order to 
practise. It is of the highest importance 
that our Volunteers should have every 
facility we can possibly give them to 
practise the use of the rifle. In these 
days a thoroughly efficient rifleman in 
active warfare is worth considerably more 
than he used to be. We do not have 


great masses of men to fire at now, and | 


every man must be able to “ pick out” 
the individual enemy and hit him. The 
training of men for that purpose has 
become a national necessity. What is it 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Third | 


Series], Vol. ecexxix , page 628. 


The Eurl of Leven and Melville. 
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we really want to make our Volunteers 
good riflemen? The noble Lord on the 
opposite side of the House told us that the 
first and one great essential was that they 
should learn to hold their rifle absolutely 
still while they pressed the trigger. 
This sounds a very simple thing, but 
it necessitates much practice to enable 
aman to pull the trigger quite steadily 
without in any way moving the rifle. It 
does not require an ordinary range to 
learn this. The knowledge can be 
acquired in a confined space, and what 
I would really propose is that the 
Government should give assistance so as 
to establish in villages and towns through 
out the country shooting galleries of short 
range similar to those which are very fre 
quently met with in Switzerland, in 
Southern Germany, and throughout the 
United States. I mean ranges about 100: 
yards long by 30 or 40 yards wide, and if 
they were under proper Government con- 
trol you would have the people running 
in during their spare half-hours to 
practise. They would thereby be offered 
facilities which for beginners largely excel 
those existing at the present ranges. It 
is a great drawback to men to have to: 
practise at long ranges in the open, with 
the wind blowing and mist and rain 
obscuring the target. With the smaller 
ranges such as I have suggested the 
ammunition would be much less expen 

sive, and if they were established in towns 
and villages where Militiamen and Volun 

teers might practise the use of the regula 

tion or some similar rifle adapted for a 
short range the advantage would be con 

siderable. I have ventured to bring this 
question to the attention of Her Majesty's 
Government in the hope that they will give 
it their serious consideration, and if my 
proposal is carried out we shall be able to 
count our riflemen not by thousands but 
by millions. 


*EarL STANHOPE: Before the noble 
Marquess replies, | should like to invite 
the Government to consider the desira 
bility of affording facilities for acquiring 
rifles at a cheaper rate. It has comes to 
my knowledge that in the county of Kent 
a great many rifle clubs are being estal- 
lished, and there has been some objec- 
tion raised on the ground that they will 
interfere with recruiting for the Volun- 
teer force. That difficulty has been 
overcome in one club by the condition 
imposed by those who are forming the 
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club—namely, that each member should 
provide a rifle and pay an annual sub- 
scription. As a Lee-Metford rifle costs 
about £7, it would be regarded as a great 
hoon by many young men who would like 
to have an opportunity of practising rifle 
shooting if the Government could afford 
facilities for acquiring rifles at a cheaper 
rate, and it would also have the effect of 
making them thoroughly efficient shots. 


Lorp RAGLAN: The advantages of 
miniature rifle ranges were brought home 
tome a short time ago. Colonei Hill, 
who commands a battalion of the Glouces- 


ter Militia, put up a Morris tube range at , 


his own expense in his camping ground, 
and he found that the men spent every 
spare moment practising at it, with the 
result that the shooting of his corps last 
year was the best in the Militia service. 


“THE MARQUESS oF LANSDOWNE: 
| have already said enough in this House 
to make it clear that the War Office is 
entirely favourable to the principle of 


encouraging small local ranges and 
enabling Volunteers to obtain that 


amount of instruction in the use of the 
rifle which can be obtained at such ranges. 
| am, therefore, entirely in agreement 
with my noble friend in regard to the 
question of principle, but Tam not quite 
sure whether [am ready to travel quite 
so farand quite so fast as he appears to be. 
His demand, as set forth in his question, 
is somewhat exacting, but I do not want 
to quarrel with him as to details, because 
[ think his main idea is a perfectly sound 
that idea being, as I take it, that 
we ought to do all we can to encourage 
shooting all over the country, and that it 
is possible, at miniature ranges-—I rather 
prefer that term to shooting galleries 

to teach men to handle a rifle, and 
to shoot, at any rate, with a certain 
amount of accuracy and skill. There are 
several ways in which attempts have been 
made to arrive at the object which my 
noble friend has in view. There are, in 
the first place, short open-air ranges. I 
confess that the result of my inquiries as 


one 


to these is not very encouraging. A_re- 
port from the Commandant of Hythe 


Sav 


“It is exactly these short ranges of 200 yaris 
that are so dangerous—-that is, if they are 
ranges laid out in a practical manner in the 
open. For it stands to reason that, if a bullet 
does get out and over the stop-butt or to one | 
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side, it will range a greater distance than it 
would if it had been fired, say, at 1,000 yards, 
for it will have 800 yards further to fly. 
People do not seem to think of this when 
' advocating these short ranges ; just as much 
care must be taken to guard the public as in 
the case of the longer ranges.” 

I believe that to be a very sound view. 
Then there are the screened or protected 
ranges. There are one or two of these 
ranges in existence. There is one, I be 
lieve, at Wormwood Scrubbs and another 
at Hounslow. Iam told that the draw- 
hack to them is, in the first place, 
that they are very costly. Then, they 
cannot be used at night, and there is the 
further drawback that the man has to 
shoot through a small aperture, so that it 
is impossible at these ranges to indulge 
in practice at the running Ceer and ran 
ning man, and other practices of the kind 
which, I believe, are so popular. Then 
there remains the closed range. There 
are, [ am told, some of these in existence, 
and they have the merit of not being so 
costly as the screened ranges. There is 
one, I believe, at Kennington and another 
at West Ham. The Kennington range was 
put up by the 4th V. B. of the Royal West 
Surrey Kegiment at a cost of £900, and I 
am told it does not cost more than £30 a 
year to keep it up. The West Ham 
range -100 yards cost £320. These 
ranges are really very usefu! institutions, 
although, of course, it is impossible to 
regard them as a complete substitute for 
open-air ranges. My noble friend seemed 
to think it most fortunate that at such 
ranges it was possible to exclude wind and 
other climatic variations, but the fact 
that those climatic variations are not 
present diminishes considerably the value 
of the instruction which can be obtained 
at these ranges. The Government are 
perfectly ready to give encouragement to 
these miniature ranges. We prefer, 
however, to give the encouragement to 
rather than attempt to create 
such ranges for ourselves. The matter 


is one of local, as well as of 
general interest; the money will go 


further ; and there is also this to be said, 
that local agencies are much more likely 
to obtain the land upon reasonable terms 
than a great central department. The 
Volunteers are already, under the Military 
Lands Act, 1892, in a position to purchase 
land compulsorily for ranges, and the 
same Act empowers the Public Works 
Loan Commissioners to lend money to 
Volunteer corps for the purchase of land. 
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In such cases it would, I think, be for the 
War Department to consider whether a 
subsidy trom the public funds might not 
be given. There is the question of 
the provision of such ranges by local 
authorities, by county or borough councils. 
I believe I am right in saying that the 
councils can under the existing law pur- 
chase land compulsorily for ranges. In 
the case of a county council the Military 
Lands Act (1892) empowers it to defray 
the expense of the purchase from the 
county fund, and in the case of borough 
councils from the borough fund or borough 
rates. The Act also empowers a borough 
council to borrow money on the security 
of the borough fund or borough rate for 
acquiring land under the Act, but, as far 
as [ can make out, it does not give power 
of horrowing to the county councils. It 
is possible, however, that the councils 
have such powers under some other Act, 
lut [ have not been able toascertain. At 
any rate, | am able to say that if these 
local authorities determine to exercise 
their powers and to provide small local 
ranges, we should be ready to consider 
whether they should not be assisted in 
the same way as the Volunteer corps by 
means of moderate grants of public money. 
I may, perhaps, tell your Lordships that 
we intend to provide, in addition to the 
sum already taken under the Military 
Works (Loans) Act, an additional sum of 
£100,000 for the purpose of assisting local 
ranges. There is another step which I have 
in contemplation totake, and which I[ think 
might have useful results. [t is to depute an 
officer to visit some of those small ranges, 
on the Continent especially, to see 
whether we have not something to learn. 
A noble Lord asked me to define our 
attitude with regard to rifle clubs. I 
think that is a matter which requires a 
good deal of consideration, Our feeling 
is that if we give too much encourage- 
ment to rifle clubs and make it too easy 
for such clubs to obtain grants of public 
money we may deal a very hard blow to 
the Volunteers. We wish to avoid that. 
The noble Earl's other suggestion was 
that we might sell Lee-Enfield rifles at 
cheap rates—I presume to persons who 
are not Volunteers. If my noble friend 
will consider what that means he will see 
that it would involve really the equiva- 
lent of a money subsidy to such persons. 
I cannot help thinking that if aid is to be 
given it is better to give it openly and 
above board rather than to sell below the 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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cost price a rifle or any other article of 
equipment. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I entirely 
sympathise with the views of the noble 
Karl who brought forward this question, 
but I think it is a pity that he limited 
the range definitely to one hundred yards. 
This is a very short distance, and I think 
it will be possible to obtain ranges 
of two hundred yards quite as easily as 
ranges of one hundred yards. The latter 
should only be considered where the two 
hundred vards ranges are absolutely im- 
possible. While [ do not think it will be 
possible for the Government to dot these 
short ranges all over the country, I do 
think they might very well consider 
whether there should not be attached to, 
or somewhere near, the headquarters of 
every regiment, Regular and Auxiliary, a 
short range of such a character, at which 
either soldiers or Volunteers might prac- 
tise and acquire efficiency under com- 
fortable and easy conditions. Probably 
some revenue might be obtained out of 
such ranges by allowing the rifle clubs in 


the district to use them at such 
times as they were not required 
by the tegular troops or the 


Volunteers. The noble Marquess the 
Secretary of State expressed the sympathy 
which he has shown all through when- 
ever this subject has been raised, but he 
did not speak too favourably of the 
opinion of military authorities with regard 
to short ranges. Now, what is the reason 
why short ranges are not popular, and 
are not used more by military and Volun- 
teer authorities ? It is because proficiency 
at short ranges is not recognised for the 
purpose of efficiency. If you allowed 
Volunteers to acquire efficiency by firing 
a certain number of shots at short ranges, 
the practice at the longer ranges could be 
deferred until the men were able to shoot 
accurately at the shorter ranges. [ think 
it would be well to go back to the earlier 
practices of rifle shooting, and to insist to 
a much greater extent upon standing 
shooting at short ranges. When I learnt 
rifle shooting at Harrow we had to shoot 
standing up at 300 yards. A man who 
will make an accurate practice standing up 
at 300 yards will find very little ditt- 
culty in making accurate practice at 
600 yards in any position, and I think 
that should be more considered in the 
matter of regulations for musketry and 
musketry instruction. The noble Mar- 
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quess quoted the opinion of the com- | 
mandant at Hythe, who said that ranges | 


at 200 yards were even more dangerous 
than long ranges, because if a bullet got 
out over the stop-butt or to one side, it 
would range a greater distance than if it 
had been fired at 1,000 yards, for it would 
have 800 yards further to go. But a man 
to fire so wide of the target at 200 yards 
as to create great danger must let his 
rifle off accidentally, and if you have to 
provide against accidental shots of that 
sort I do not think that any range can 
strictly be described as safe. The noble 
Marquess then went through the various 
kinds of ranges. I think he will find 
that screened ranges up to 200 yards can 
be erected at a very reasonable cost. A 
screened range is a range which has three 
or four or more screens across _ it, 
with holes fer the targets to be seen 
through from the firing point. These 
screens need not be of very costly con- 
struction, Probably the cheapest way of 
putting up the first screen—which is the 
most important one, as it receives the 
greater number of crooked shots—is to 
put up an iron screen, giving it a timber 
tacing of old sleepers. This will prevent 
any stray shots going off the screen, as 
they will go into the timber and be 
caught on the iron. The other screens 
are required only for the purpose of 
catching bullets which happen to _ hit 
against the edges of the aperture of the 
first screen. ‘This kind of range is, I be- 
lieve, exceedingly common in Switzerland. 
They can be put up at an extremely 
reasonable cost, and I am told that a 
range of 200 yards for as many as thirty 
targets can be accommodated on one acre 
of ground, I think it is rather remark- 
able that in Switzerland, a country which 
has been alluded to more than once to- 
night, practically all the ranges are short 
ranges. Of, I think, 2,700 ranges which 
are under Government inspection in 
Switzerland, none exceed a distance of 
600 yards, while no fewer than 62 per cent. 
of the 2,700 are ranges only going up to 
400 yards. I think it will be found that 
the Swiss shooters are at any rate equal 
to our own. I would suggest that it 
would be a very good plan if Her 


institute an inquiry, not only as to ranges, 
but as to our muskety regulations. That 
inquiry might be carried out by a small 
commission consisting of two experts in 
military muskeury, two civilians, and a 


{1 Marcu 1900} 
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man acquainted with the practice abroad. 
We might improve the efficiency of our 
shooting, both in the Regulars and in 
the Volunteers, by giving greater facilities 
for shooting, and, above all, by encourag- 
ing efficiency at short ranges which are 
easily accessible. In the matter of 
ammunition the War Office are extremely 
stingy, and as an instance of their stingi- 
ness | may mention that to Lord Lovat’s 
Highland gillies who are going out 
to South Africa there have been served 
out 7,000 rounds of cartridges, or not 
quite thirty rounds a man. The efficiency 
of these men as shots has turned out to 
be very high indeed, and their experience 
has only been acquired at short ranges. 
But in order to enable them to attain 


their high efficiency, we have been 
obliged to purchase 15,000 additional 


rounds of ammunition to keep them 
going at the targets, and I maintain that 
such economy on the part of the War 
Office is very shortsighted. The noble 
Marquess said he did not consider it 
desirable for the Government to create 
such ranges themselves. J am afraid [| 
rather join issue with my noble friend on 


that point. So far as your own forces 
are concerned, whether Regular or 


Auxiliary, you should provide ranges 
yourselves and not leave their provision 
to private enterprise. The noble Mar- 
quess said that at the present moment 
county councils are able to acquire land 
compulsorily for ranges, providing the 
Volunteer corps within their jurisdiction 
ask them to do so. But I am practically 
sure they have not the power to do 
anything in the way of helping Volunteer 
corps in their district to rent ranges. In 
that respect the Government might con- 
sider the advisability of enlarging the 
powers of the county councils. | Further, 
I should like to ask whether the Govern- 
ment, in the proposals they are going to 
put forward for aiding Volunteer corps to 
acquire ranges, would be willing also to 
help them to rent ranges. As I under- 
stand the noble Marquess, their only idea 
is to help corps to purchase ranges, but I 
think it would be a good thing if the 


fo) 
Government could give an annual subsidy 


towards the renting of ranges. 
Majesty’s Government would consent to | 


*THeE Eart or NORTHBROOK 
Your Lordships may like to know, with 
regard to the action of county councils 
in this matter, that the subject was con- 
sidered yesterday at a meeting of the 
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Executive Committee of the County ranges. And for this reason. This is 
Councils Association, and everyone’ not a matter which would affect the 
who spoke expressed a desire to, whole of the county. Nine-tenths of 


assist the Government in every possible 
way. My noble friend the Secretary of 
State for War has explained the law on 
the matter. The county councils have, 
no doubt, power to acquire land com- 
pulsorily for ranges, but the power can 
only be exercised under the system 
of Provisional Order, which is a 
long and, in the case of opposition, 
a very expensive process, because the Pro- 
visional Order then has to go before the 
Committees of both Houses of Parlia- 
ment. Therefore, my own opinion is 
that compulsory power is hardly likely 
to be exercised by county councils or 
Volunteer corps under the present con- 
ditions of the law, but a great deal might 


be done if the county councils were 
given power to hire land by volun- 
tary agreement for ranges. The 


Secretary of State was right in saying 
that in matters of this kind it is wise 
for the Government to use the local 
authorities, and that county councils 
are able to deal with cases of this 
kind probably with greater facility and 
greater economy than the Government. 
There would be an inquiry held on 
the spot, and I do not conceive that 
it would be difficult to acquire or 
hire land in the neighbourhood 
of any small town where there is a com- 
pany of Volunteers. The question of 
hiring land for ranges compulsorily is 
much more difticult. The Executive 
Committee of the County Councils Asso- 
ciation has referred this question of 
ranges to a committee which has been 
called together by the County Council of 
Middlesex. Mr. Littler, the chairman of 
that council, who is, as your Lordships 
know, a distinguished lawyer, has taken 
up this question very carefully, and I 
hope we shall be able to propose to the 
Secretary of State some legislation, and 
that the Government will 
duce a Bill or allow a private Member on 
behalf of the County Councils Association 
to do so. [am sure that the statement 
made by my noble friend, to the effect 
that the Government are prepared to re- 
imburse the county councils the cost of 
hiring these ranges, or buying them, will 
facilitate matters very much, because 


there might he opposition on the part of 
county councils to charge the rates with 
the expenses of either buying or hiring 


The Eurl of Northbrook. 


either intro- | 


the county might receive no advan- 
tage, and only one particular part 
might profit by the construction of the 
range. Therefore, there might be opposi- 
tion on the part of the county generally 
to pay for what would benefit only a small 
portion. I do not say there will be any 
opposition to bear some moderate expend)i- 
ture in the matter, because the whole 
country is anxious to support the Govern- 
ment in every way in the present war, 
and more especially to encourage efficient 
rifle shooting by the Regulars and 
Volunteers. 


Lorp WENLOCK: I should like to 
ask my noble friend the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can say how long it 
will be before the War Office are likely to 
receive the report of the officer who is to 
be sent abroad to inquire into the pro- 
vision of miniature rifle ranges. There is 
a hot fit on at the present time, and it 
would be useful if we could know how 
soon the Government will be able to tell 
us the best form of rifle ranges. 


*THE MArQugss OF LANSDOWNE: 
Tam not quite sure whether the noble 
Lord who spoke last is reasonable. | 
said that I was prepared to send an 
ofticer to examine some of these miniature 
ranges which have been so favourably 
spoken of, but I cannot yet tell the noble 
Lord who the officer will be. I shall 
have to find him, and how long he will 
require to make his report I cannot say. 
I am glad to hear that the Executive 
Committee of the County Councils 
Association have taken this matter up. 
They can do so with advantage, and I 
gladly assure the noble Earl that I shall 
be ready to communicate fully and freely 
with him in the hope that between the 
committee of the association and the War 
Office we may hit upon a practical solution 
of the difticulty. 


Eart SPENCER: May I ask the 
noble Marquess whether he is prepared, 
out of the money which the Government 
propose to devote to the provision of 
ranges, to make contributions towards 
the renting of ranges required by 
Volunteers ! 
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*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
I know of no objection to doing so, and 
1 should like to consider each case on its 
merits. 


Lorp NEWTON: With reference to 
what has been said as to the practice of 
foreign nations in the provision of rifle 
ranges, [ should like to ask the noble 
Marquess whether there are not innumer- 
able reports on this subject which have 
heen sent during past years to the Intelli- 
gence Department. Surely it is part of 
the duty of a military attaché to report 
on questions of this sort, and I shall be 
very much surprised if it is not found 
that there are already a long series of 
reports from our military attachés on the 
practice of various countries in the matter 
of rifle ranges. 

*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
i will gladly make inquiries on that point, 
jut [ have not seen any papers of the 
sort myself. 


House adjourned at Six o'clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past 
Ten o'cloek. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursdiy, lsf Mareh, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LANCASHIRE ELECTRIC 
(BY ORDER). 


Order for Second Reading read. 


POWER BILL 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. MACDONA (Southwark, Rother- 
hithe): It will be in the recollection of 
the House that when this Bill was brought 
in last year* a number of Members, my- 
self among them, voted against it 
hecause, although its object was good, 
electric power was asked to — pass 
through districts without the leave of 
the local authorities. But that ground 
of objection has been removed in’ the 
Bill. which now before us by the 


Is 





* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixvii., p. 1181. (Discussion on 


Second Reading of the General Power Distri- 
buting Company Bill, 3rd March, 1899.) 
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insertion of a special clause ensuring that 
local districts shall not be traversed with- 
out the leave in writing of the local 
authorities. I am, therefore, utterly 
amazed that the Bill should be opposed 
on the present occasion, as I understand 
it to be. It is an unusual departure 
from the procedure of the House that 


is 


private Bills should be so opposed 
on the Second Reading stage. The 
Select, Hybrid, or other Committees 
should first deal with such matters. 


This is a Bill to promote an extraordinary 
extension of trade and commerce, and in 
the interests of the commerce of the 
country it should be carefully considered 
by the House. Last week* a Bill of exactly 
the same purport —I refer to the North 
Metropolitan Electric Power Supply 
Bill—was read a second time, and re- 
ferred to a Committee upstairs, and we 
ask that the same advantage should be 
extended to this measure. There is a 
feeling in the country that the munici- 
palities are organising themselves into 


a gigantic monopoly — with a view 
to strangling private enterprise — in 


regard to the supply of electricity at 
the moment of its birth. Now, such a 
scheme ought to meet with very little 
sympathy at our hands. There is also a 
feeling in the country that fair play has 
not heen accorded to private commercial 
enterprise in this matter in its competition 
with the municipalities, and, therefore, I 
do hope and trust that the House will 
take into its own hands the protection of 
these interests, that it will give a Second 
Reading to this Bill, and that it will allow 
any fancied objectionable provisions in it 
to be reported upon by a Committee 
upstairs competent to deal with it, and 
rectify any clauses necessary. Surely 
such a course will commend itself to a 
House which has so often shown itself 
jealous of any attempt to infringe its 
rights and privileges. I have to com- 
plain to the House of an attack upon its 
privileges by a member of the Corporation 
of Liverpool. An alderman of the City 
of Liverpool has threatened Members for 
Lancashire who fail to vote against this 
Bill that they may run the risk of being 
kicked out at the next election. That 
is a threat not worthy to be used by 
any member of so excellent a Corporation 
}as that of Liverpool, nor is it one that 
should he directed against any Members 





* February 19th. 


(See page 355 of this 
Volume. ) 
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of this honourable House by any repre- 
sentative of the Corporation of Liverpool. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8.W.): 
Who made the threat ? 


*Mr. MACDONA: Alderman Petrie. 
This Bill deals with a vast subject, and if 
it is carried it will enable electrical power 
to be supplied in bulk to local authorities 
who may wish to have it, enabling them, 
however, to distribute it in any manner 
they desire in the district over which 
they have control. And as it is a fact 
that many small districts would not care 
to incur the great expense of generating 
their own electric power, I think this will 
be an enormous advantage to them and 
encourage local effort in many country and 
suburban districts where municipal 
electric power may not be available— 
hence its vast importance to our 
agricultural interests where every year 
machinery is more and more coming 
into operation. It will, too, be a great 
assistance in developing commercial 
interests in many localities hitherto 
unexploited, and so encourage our un- 
developed resources. | think _ it 
would be disastrous if this House 
were to prevent people who want this 
electric power having the  oppor- 
tunity of obtaining it in the manner 
proposed in this Bill. Remember that 
we in this country originated the use of 
electric power. For that we are indebted 
to British scientists; but on account 
of the hampering and handicapping 
restrictions, and the miserable subterfuges 
to which it has hitherto been subjected, 
we are far behind Germany, France, and 
America in the development of the use 
of electric power. Indeed, in many 
villages on the American continent, the 
inhabitants enjoy advantages which are 
still withheld from residents in our great 
manufacturing centres. This should not 
be allowed to go on any longer. Why, 
even at our own doors we find an instance 
of the result of these hampering restric- 
tions, for the proposal to run the trains 
on the underground railway by electric 
power cannot be given prompt effect to 
because of the entire inability of our home 
engineers to make the machinery and 
appliances necessary for the purpose. 
We have, therefore, to await the con- 
venience of America and Germany for 
the completion of the large orders for 
machinery which we have had to send 
Mr, Macdona. 


{COMMONS} 


; authorised by Parliament, 
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out to them. This company is not claim- 
ing a monopoly, it rather seeks to destroy 
a monopoly. In matters like this | 
hold it is desirable that we should put a 
stop to municipal authorities holding a 
monopoly, as they desire to have in this 
case, and that we should secure fair play 
for all. I therefore support the Second 
Reading of this Bill, because it differs 
essentially in principle from the General 
Power Distribution Bill of last session, 
which I opposed, in that it does not pro- 
pose to interfere in the slightest degree 
with any local authority, whether muni- 
cipal, urban, or rural, in regard to the 
exclusive right to supply their own con- 
stituents with electrical energy. Nor 
does it propose to confer upon the com- 
pany anything in the shape of a monopoly. 
The principle of the Bill is very clear and 
simple. It proposes to establish large 
generating stations on certain defined 
sites alongside or with canal access to large 
collieries, and outside any municipal area, 
where electricity can be manufactured 
wholesale at the lowest possible cost, 
and distributed through trunk mains 
throughout the area of supply, for sale in 
bulk to any local authority that may 
think fit to purchase ready-made elec 
tricity from the company instead of 
having their own generating station, and 
retail the electricity to their own con- 
stituents in such manner and at such 
prices as they may think fit. Section 36 
of the Bill expressly prohibits the com- 
pany from supplying electricity toany but 
the local authority, or a company already 
except. by 
consent of the local authority. Some of 
the smaller local authorities may prefer to 
allow the company to undertake the local 
distribution and supply in their district, 
but in such case they have the right of 
purchase of the local undertaking under 
Sections 2 and 3 of the Electric Lighting 
Act, 1888. Section 38 compels the com- 
pany to sella supply of electricity to any 
local authority within the area that 
demands it, and, as a necessary corollary to 
this, the company asks power to pass their 
mains through any intervening district 
to reach the district requiring a supply, 
which is the only compulsory power sought. 
The maximum prices the company are 
allowed to charge any local authority are 
fixed by the second schedule at 1d. per 
Board of Trade unit after the first 
400 hours in any quarter, 2d. per 
unit for the second 200 hours, and 4. 
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for the first 200 hours supply, and 
slightly higher rates, namely, 1}d., 3d., 
and 5d. where the company undertake 
the local supply with the consent of the 
local authority. Section 43 provides that 
after the company has earned a profit of 
10 per cent. all further profit shall 
be shared with the consumers, so 
that the concern then becomes a 
co-operative one, and it is to 
the joint interest of consumers and 
company alike to reach the profit-sharing 
stage as soon as possible. Such being the 
provisions of this Bill, I feel that I can 
most heartily support it, as it meets all 
the objections I myself felt to the Bill of 
last session, and all the objections urged 
hy hon. Members who spoke against that 
Bill, fulfilling all their conditions and re- 
quirements. No local authority is obliged 
to take the company’s _ electricity 

they are free to take it or leave 
it as they think fit, and the com- 
pany cannot. sell electricity in any 
quantity, large or small, to a_ single 
individual without their consent. The 
power to pass through one district to 
reach another that wants a supply is a 
fair and reasonable one. What right has 
any local authority to act the dog-in-the- 
manger and deny this power, as though 
they were the absolute owners of that 
portion of England! What would Man- 
chester have done if any local authority 
along their 108 miles of pipe line from 
Thirlmere had been free to say, “No, you 
shan’t have your water supply, for we 
stop the way—-go round by some other 
route, if you can.” They might as 
well go a step further, and prevent 
au cart or carriage passing through. 
I, therefore, confidently appeal to the hon. 
Members for Battersea, Bethnal Green, 
Huddersfield, and others with whom I 
was in agreement as regards the Bill of 
last session, to support the Second 
Reading of this Bill, and even to the hon. 
Member for South-West Manchester to 
withdraw his opposition, based, as I 
believe it to be, upon the misrepresenta- 
tions that have been issued broadcast by 
the municipal authorities. And now, Sir, 
I would draw attention to the unfair and 
questionable methods that have heen re- 
sorted to by the authorities opposing this 
sill. In the first place they have 
attempted to mislead the Members of 
this House as to the character of this 
Bill, trusting, apparently, to catch the 


votes of hon. Members who have not had | 
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time to study the Bill themselves. | 
will first read Section 36, which says- 
(1) Except for the purpose of obtaining 
convenient aceess to some general supply dis- 
trict or to some local authority requiring a 
supply of energy, or some company authorised 
by Provisional Order or Act of Parliament to 
distribute energy within the area of supply, the 
company shall not exercise any of the powers 
of the principal Act in reference to any street 
within any district not forming part of a 
general supply district without the consent in 
writing of the local authority under seal.”’ 


A “general supply” district, I should 
explain, is defined to mean a district 
where the local authority has consented 
to the company undertaking the distri- 
bution and supply to the inhabitants. It 
is hardly conceivable that in the face of 
that clause the petitions lodged against 
the Bill assert that the powers sought by 
the Bill “ would enable the company to- 
compete with your petitioners, and that 
the right to supply electrical energy 
within their district should be reserved 
to them, and that no powers for that pur- 
pose should beconferred on the promoters.” 
The promoters do not ask for any such 
powers, but it is slily insinuated that 
they do in the 9th and 14th Clauses of 
the Petition of the Stretford Urban 
Council, which is a type of a group of 
ten petitions presented by a group of 
authorities, mostly under the influence of 
Manchester and Salford, and represented 
by one solicitor, who has been active in 
getting up this opposition. Sir, there are 
98 urban and rural districts within the 
area of the Bill, the great majority of 
which are in favour of the principle of 
this Bill. At a meeting held in Man- 
chester on February 13th, the following 
resolution was passed by 35 councils 
represented at the meeting— 

“That this meeting of Urban District 
Councils desires to oppose the Lancashire 
Electric Power Bill, 1900, for the purpose of 
obtaining protective clauses, and that a Com- 
mittee be appointed to formulate and carry 
out such opposition, and that the cost be borne 
pro rata, according to rateable value.” 


And the Chairman, in proposing the reso- 
lution, said — 

“that they, as local authorities, did not so 
much oppose the passing of the Bill, but they 
did insist, if it were passed, that their local 
interests should be adequately safeguarded.” 
Now to return to the Stretford petition. 
In Clause 5 they allege that— 

‘the inhabitants of their district will be 
injuriously affected by the Bill.” 
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hut they do not show in what way. In 
Clause 7 they say that 
“the question of supplying their district is 
now under consideration.” 
I believe, Sir, they are in negotiation 
with the Borough of Salford for a supply 
-and I would ask, Would it not be 
clearly to their advantage in their treaty 
with Salford to have alternative offers 
from this company, and how could 
this “injuriously affect ” the inhabitants ! 
Is it not clear from this that the kind of 
competition objected to by the large 
towns is not competition within their own 
areas (which the Bill enables them to 
prevent), but competition in the supply to 
outside townships? In Clause 15 they 
object to “ public inconvenience” caused 
hy breaking open roads, ete. Surely it 
must be obvious that this cannot be an 
objection to the Bill, as the roads must be 
opened by someone if the public are to 
have an electrical supply at all, whether 
ly the company, by Salford, or by Stret- 
tord themselves, and it is simply an 
attempt to hoodwink Parliament to put 
this forward as a special disability at- 
tached to the proposals of this Bill. In 
Clause 11 they raise the bugbear of elec- 
trolytie corrosion of gas and water pipes, 
owing to leakages arising from the high 
pressure in our mains. Now this is 
deliberately deceiving the House, for 
they know that the Board of Trade 
rules require the insulation to be of a 
«trength proportionate to the pressure, and 
that there are stringent regulations as to 
leakages. [am assured by experts that 
there are hardly any cases of electrolysis 
except from the uninsulated rail return on 
electric tramways. The most recent case 
is that of the Manchester Corporation 
cables, which have been so badly managed 
«nd so detective that considerable leakages 
have occurred and caused some damage 
to underground pipes. The high pressure 
has nothing to do with electrolysis, which 
in all cases has been caused by low-tension 
currents. We also havea statement in the 
shape of amanifestoissued by the municipal 
corporations, which is intentionally mis- 
leading. They give a list of thirty-two 
towns, in twenty-seven of which they say 
that “works have been established,” in 


the hope, no doubt, that hon, Members , 


may accept that statement, and let it pass 
without examining too closely into the list 
given on the last page of the document. 
They lay stress upon the large amount 


Mr. Macdona. 
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of capital totalled up on these various 
works, spent and proposed to be spent, 
as a proof that they are doing their duty. 
Why, Sir, it is part of our case that the 
policy of each community providing its 
own supply involves an extravagantly 
large expenditure of capital owing to 
want of system, cohesion, and central 
control-—and not only extravagant capita) 
outlay, but also extravagant working 
costs owing to the absence of that co- 
operative principle which governs our 
scheme, averaging our load, and enabling 
one horse power to be so handled as to 
do duty for perhaps four or five horse 
power in the present desultory and mis- 
directed fashion. But not satisfied with 
attempting to deceive this House, the 
opponents of the scheme have actually 
gone the length, as I have stated, of 
dictating to Members of this House the 
course they must take on the question, 
and threatening us with Parliamentary 
extinction if we do not “do as we are 
bid.” “ Pressure” is to be brought to 
bear upon all Members of Parliament to 
vote against the Bill, which, being inter- 
preted, means that we are to be cajoled, 
coerced, browbeaten, and bullied into 
voting against it; and those who resist 
this system of dictation are, according 
to Alderman Petrie, of Liverpool, to he 
kicked out at the next — election. 


The hon. Member for S.W. Manchester. 


Mr. Galloway, charges me with incon- 
sistency in advocating this Bill, when | 
voted against the Bill of the County ot 
London and Brush Electric Lighting Com- 
pany. Sir, I voted against that Bill 
because, in my opinion, it would have 
tended to complicate the re-formation 
scheme of the districts affected which is 
now in progress, and I considered it 
better to wait until this re-formation was 
completed. The Lancashire Bill is on 
totally different lines. Under it, the 
company cannot sell a single pennyworth 
of electricity in any district without the 
consent of the local authority. The 
company’s scheme would enable every 
authority in the area to draw upon the 
great sources of power contained in the 
central coalfield of Lancashire in the con- 
centrated and portable form of electricity, 
and we only ask that no governing body 
who might not care to avail themselves of 
this privilege, should have power to say 
to others who do want it, “No, you 
shan’t draw upon this central source of 
power, for we block the way and 
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” 


wont allow it to pass to you. 
There is not the slightest resemblance 
between the two Bills, inasmuch as the 
County of London and Brush Bill offered 
no advantage to the public in the supply 
of cheaper electricity, while the Lanca- 
shire Bill does offer considerable public 
advantages. Alderman Petrie has no 
ground for assuming that the electors will 
do his bidding in this matter. 
tion of electrical supply has never yet 
heen made a test one at any election, and 
if it were, it is not at all impossible that 
Alderman Petrie might find himself in the 
position to which he proposes to relegate 
hon. Members who venture to have 
opinions of their own, and presume to 
«differ from him. I submit, Sir, that the 
manifestoes and statements issued to hon. 
Members by the municipal corporations 
and the very few urban councils who 
have thrown their lot in with them are 
entirely and intentionally misleading 
and altogether misrepresent the nature of 
this Bill. They are so framed as 


to deceive and mislead this House, and ' 


have been accompanied by suggestions 
and even undisguised threats of evil con- 
sequences to Members who dare to oppose 
the will of the municipalities that almost 
amount to breach of privilege. They are 
also replete with technical objections 
which I am assured by experts are en- 
tirely wrong and misleading. It is 
impossible to deal adequately with all 
these matters in aSecond Reading debate. 
They are essentially matters for a com- 
mittee to deal with. The allegations 
ean be thoroughly sifted in Committee, 
and if there is any truth in them, 
the Bill can be — rejected on 
the Third Reading. _I therefore appeal 
to hon. Members not to allow themselves 
to be bullied and bounced and threatened 
hy the big corporations into rejecting the 
Second Reading, but to allow this Bill to 
go into Committee in order that the state- 
ments of the promoters and opponents 
may be properly tested and examined, be- 
fore we entirely close the door against a 
system being introduced into this country 
which has undoubtedly proved an im- 
mense hoon to other countries where it 
has been adopted. Out of ninety-eight 


wrban and rural councils only twenty- 
seven have lodged petitions chiefly with 
the object of obtaining protective clauses, 
all the others being in favour of the Bill. 
It is approved by the Lancashire County | 
Council, by nearly all the urban and rural 
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councils that are not under the direct 
influence of Manchester and Salford, by 
the Chamber of Commerce of the county, 
by the Wigan Coal and Iron Company, 
whose interests extend over every part of 
the district, and many other large and 
important bodies, and ought not to be 
rejected without further inquiry. 


Mr. GALLOWAY : I rise for the pur- 
pose of moving that this Bill be read a 
second time this day six months, and 
although my task has been made some- 
what easy by the speech which has just 
been delivered, I fear I shall have to 
detain the House some time by going into 
one or two matters in detail—matters of 
which [I think it should be placed in 
possession before it comes to a decision. 
My hon. friend has referred toa Bill which 
passed its Second Reading a few days ago 
—-the North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply Bill--and [I at once frankly own 
that that was due to a mistake for which 
I am to a certain extent responsible. But 
I would point out that that Bill differed 
from this in so far as it applied to a 
purely agricultural area, and not to a 
number of municipal corporations. But 
my right hon. friend omitted to point out 
that the Brush Electric Power Bill was on 
Monday last rejected by this House* solely 
on the point now raised——namely, the 
crossing of streets without the consent 
of the local authority. I hope this Bill 
will be similarly dealt with. My hon. 
friend referred to the Bill of last session. 
But it will be in the recollection of the 
House that that was defeated under 
somewhat peculiar circumstances, for 
after certain assurances given by the hon. 
Member for Macclesfield, who was in 
charge of the Bill, I myself moved the 
adjournment of the debate to enable the 
matter to be further considered, but the 
House refused the adjournment, and 
rejected the Bill. What is it that the 
promoters of this Bill seek? They pro- 
pose to lay hands on the whole of Lan- 
cashire south of the Ribble. That area, 
as represented by its local authorities, is 
wholly averse to the principle of the Bill. 
At an important conference of the 
horoughs of Lancashire held on the 23rd 
of February at the Town Hall, Man- 
chester, it was resolved to oppose the 
Second Reading of the Bill, and the 
grounds upon which opposition was 
decided upon seem to me to be of a most 





* See page 1070 of this volume. 
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weighty character. House must 


remember that the boroughs — repre- 
sented at that meeting spoke on 
behalf of an aggregate population 
of upwards of three millions and 


1epresented a rateable value of fourteen 
millions sterling. On the broad ground 
of public policy I hold that where Parlia- 
ment has authorised a municipal . corpora- 
tion to borrow money for municipal 
undertakings on the security of the rates, 
and the corporation has established its 
undertaking, special Parliamentary powers 
ought not, in the interest of the com- 
munity, to be granted to private persons 
trading for profit to execute works of a 
similar character within the borough with- 
out the consent of the Council. [Cries of 
“Why not?”] At any rate, that is the 
policy which was embodied in the Electric 
Lighting Acts which were consolidated in 
the Act of last session, and [ venture to 
think that if the ratepayers’ money has 
been expended under the belief and assu- 
rance that there will not be competition 
from outside within their own area, this 
House has no right to come down and 
reverse that policy unless more weighty 
reasons are produced than have been in 
the past. Nor can I see how any advan- 
tage can arise from giving Parliamentary 
sanction to any private enterprise which 
at the very outset promises to enter into 
competition with the various corporations 
affected by its provisions. Those who are 
supporting this Bill do not suggest that 
the municipalities have not done their 
duty in regard to electric lighting. — It is, 
indeed, the fact that no fewer than nine- 
teen of the Lancashire boroughs have 
established electrical supply undertakings, 
and that municipal capital amounting to 
upwards of four millions has been or is in 
process of being expended on electrical 
appliances. That merely shows that the 
municipalities have not been backward in 
doing the work which it is their proper 
province to do. Another point of supreme 
importance is that the Bill asks for power 
to upset the Tramways Act of 1870, as 
well as the Electric Acts of 1882 and 1888, 
as consolidated in 1899. Under those 
Acts no private company has power to 
cross the corporation tramways without 
the sanction of the local authority ; but if 
this Bill should unfortunately pass the 
House that sanction would be done away 
with, and at a word the poticy which has 
been fixed for the whole country by suc- 
cessive Acts of Parliament would be 


Mr. Galloway. 


{COMMONS} 
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reversed. I think I can show that great in- 
jury might be done to municipalities, and, 
in consequence, to the ratepayers, by such. 
action. But before doing that I should 
like to quote the authority of the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Trade, who last year, speaking 
on the General Powers Bill, said it seemed 
to be a direct attack on the rights, privi- 
leges, and duties of municipal corporations, 
and added that it was not wise to pass a 
Bill which set aside the existing law. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Rircutr, Croydon); 
That is a most garbled report of what | 
said, and I think the quotation is most 
unjustifiable. That Bill not only took 
power to go through the streets, but also 


to distribute light and electric power 


throughout the municipal area. My 
statement referred to that, and when the 
hon. Member for Macclesfield withdrew 
that part of the Bill, I said he had met 
my objection and that I would support 
the Second Reading. 


Mr. GALLOWAY : Of course, I apolo- 
gise if | have in any way misrepresented 
what the right hon. Gentleman said. | 
maintain that if this House is, at the 
request of a private company, to override 
the whole of the Acts which have regu- 
lated corporations in years gone by, there 
will be no security for any municipality 
or any public body in this respect. In 
Manchester, and in all large municipalities, 
this question of the streets is a very 
serious one. The streets are full of various 
appliances for the benefit of the ratepayers 
—gas mains, water mains, hydraulic mains, 
sewers and telegraphs. The fact of these 
running underneath the streets makes it 
almost impossible at the present time for 
large corporations to find space in which 
to lay down mains for their own electrical 
purposes. If they have found difficulty 
in doing that, I venture to submit that 
it will be practically impossible for them 
to do it for any private company. The 
great point about it is that by the com- 
pany taking these compulsory powers by 
Act of Parliament the corporations them- 
selves will not derive one penny of profit 
or any advantage whatever from this 
breaking up of their streets. Another con- 
sideration is this. Assuming this House 
allows these companies to pass through a 
large town to supply consumers on the 
other side of the town, how are we to 
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deal with the question of responsibility ? 
Supposing an explosion takes place, and | 
much damageisdone,at the present moment 
the corporations are themselves liable. But 
if this Bill is passed, how are they 
possibly to decide who is to be respon- 
sible and answerable for such damage ! 
It isa scientific fact that the explosion 
may not take place where the damage is 
actually done; it may be hundreds of | 
yards away, and it would be impossible 
to say Which of the mains was responsible. 
All these electrical works are at present | 
in the hands of the corporations, and_ if 
any accident takes place they are com- 
pelled to take upon themselves the re- 
sponsibility; there is no question of 
litigation, and no dispute can arise upon 
the point. The promoters of this Bill 
have made a great argument of the 
question of cost. They say that they 
can produce more cheaply, and that the | 
municipalities cannot supply either light | 
or power at anything like the same price. 
They quote the instance of America. But 
in America almost the entire bulk of the 
power is obtained by hydraulic means— 
from water and not from coal ; therefore, 
while in America you may have a case | 
like the Niagara Falls, where you can get 
a great power for practically nothing, it 
is an entirely different thing in this 
country, where you have to use coal, the 
price of which must affect the price of the 
electricity. There is one other point in 
regard to price. Under the Corporations 
Acts for the supply of electricity the 
corporations themselves are allowed to 
make only 5 per cent. on their under- | 
taking ; after that the price must be | 
reduced to the consumer, and the 5 per | 
cent. which they make goes to the relief | 
of the rates. In Manchester and Liver- | 
pool as much as £10,000 or £15,000 has 
gone to the relief of the rates in this way. 
But what do this company propose to | 
do? They propose to take 10 per cent. 
first of all for their own profits, and that 
10 per cent. isa cumulative 10 per cent.; so 
that if for three years the company did | 
not make a dividend they would be en- | 
titled in the next year to make 30 per 
cent and another 10 per cent: for the year 
before the price could come down to the 
consumer. How they can profess to 
supply more cheaply than a corporation | 
I fail to see. There is another point | 
upon which this company have been 
extremely cute. They ask that after | 


they have made 10 per cent., and they | 
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public purpose 
‘this Bill I 


_ tions to that expense and trouble. 
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have reduced the price to the consume 
by 5 per cent., they should be allowed to 
make another 1 per cent. themselves 
How does that work out? Take the price 
as 5d. per unit. If the company reduce 
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‘the price by 4d. they can then make 


11 per cent., and so on. How such a 
scheme is going to benefit the ratepayers 
or the communities who require elec- 
tricity I entirely fail to see. I should 
like to say one word with regard to the 


| speech which my hon. friend alleged was 


made by Alderman Petrie at the meeting 
at Manchester to which I have referred. | 
am authorised to state that the account 
as issued in the green pamphlet of the 
promoters of this Bill is an absolutely 
incorrect and inaccurate statement of 
what Alderman Petrie said. He did not 
make use of any words which could be 
construed in the sense which my hon. 
friend has thought fit to put upon them. 
We shall be asked to send this Bill toa 


| Committee, but I desire the House to 


pause before they put the corporations to 
the expense, to say nothing of the incon- 
venience, of opposing this Bill. The 
expense and time taken by such a course 
will be very considerable, and unless it 
ean be shown that some — great 
will be performed by 

that this House 
put the corpora 
We 
have had private companies supplying 
this country before. There is the instance 
of London private companies’ supply, 
which is as hopeless a failure as any 
private companies’ supply of electric light 
in the world. I ask this House seriously 
to consider, before they hand over to the 
tender mercies of these private companies 
the electric light consumers and rate- 
payers of this country, the injustice they 
will be doing to the great municipalities 
who have done their work well in years 
gone by. It is for that reason I ask with 
every confidence that the House will 
follow the precedent set in the case of 
the General Powers Bill, and reject this 
proposal. 


submit 
ought not to 


Sir J. T. WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field), in seconding the Amendment, said 
he would not have felt justified in interpos- 
ing in the debate had it not been that the 
Bill raised a very important and serious 
question of principle, which alone justified 
the House in debating the Bill at Second 
Reading, and determining whether it 


3 D2 
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should be rejected or not. The promoters 
of the measure were not a_ public 


authority seeking public rights at the | 


hands of the House of Commons, but a 
body of private speculators, primarily 


desirous of pecuniary gain, but presenting | 
their case as one of public policy and as , 


satisfying a great and pressing public 
demand. The question the House had 
primarily to determine was whether a 
public case had been made out for this 
Bill. He respectfully submitted it had 
not. Was there anything in this proposal 
or in the situation to justify the House 
in reversing the whole spirit of legisla- 
tion which had animated it for a 
great number of years past? Up to 
the present, no Bill for the supply of 
electricity had been able to be obtained 
without the consent of the local authori- 
ties concerned, The legislation enacted in 
1882 and 1888 provided that legislative 


powers should be sought by  Provi- 
sional Orders with the consent of the 
local authority. It was true that an 
appeal might be made to the Board 


of Trade, but he believed that in no 
case —- certainly in very few cases, 
and those in very exceptional cireum- 
stances-——_had the Board of Trade gone 
against the local authorities. The onus 
was upon the hon. Member for Rother- 
hithe and his friends to show that the 
general law of the land, well considered 
and well directed by Parliament, should be 
set aside in favour of a Bill promoted by 
private speculators. What was the pith 
of the case which they had endeavoured 
to make out? It was that the local 
authorities in the district on which they 
sought to lay their hands, of eleven 
thousand square miles south of the 
Ribble, had not discharged their duties, 
and that the private speculators with a 
million capital could discharge the public 
duty more efficiently and more economi- 
cally than the local authorities. They 
had had experience as between private 
companies and local authorities of the 
supply of electric energy, and he would give 
one instance in Lancashire. Liverpool 
had been supplied with electric energy by 
means of a private company. The muni- 
cipality determined to buy that company. 


They bought it, as municipalities and | 

public authorities always bought when | 

they dealt with public rights obtained by 

private companies, at great cost. 

what were the facts ? 

as supplied by that company was supplied 
Sir J. i. Woodhouse. 


And 


{COMMONS} 


That electric light | 
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at 6d. or 7$d. per unit, and at 4d. or 5d. per 
unit for power. Since the municipality had 
acquired that company, although they 
had doubled the capital they had reduced 
that 73d. to 4d., and the 4d. to a 1d., 
and after providing for depreciation and 
sinking fund had made a_ profit of 
£8,000. He submitted that under these 
circumstances the suggestion that a 
‘private company could beat a munici- 
pality in cheapness and efficiency required 
a lot of making out. It was a_ well- 
known fact that similarly Shettield, Bir- 
mingham, and Leeds had transferred 
their powers from private companies to 
municipalities. Manchester was a very 
large municipality, and was surely en- 
titled to have its views weighed in the 
House. Manchester was not only supply- 
ing its own citizens, but also the sur- 
rounding localities, who were taking their 
part in the expenditure, and they were 
doing that at 14d. per unit, and he defied 
any company to do it cheaper or more 
economically. It was being done ata sav 
ing to the ratepayers of £26,000 a year. 
Anyone who had studied the Bill must feel 
that the Bill was promoted to compel 
local authorities sooner or later to uy 
out the promoters of the Bill and to puta 
pecuniary profit into their hands. But 
whilst they asked for the right to supply 
power, there was not a word in the 
Bill to compel them to supply — that 
power. Therefore, whilst they had con- 
trol under this Bill of 11,000 square 
miles, they could, although they might 
not exercise the power, keep other people 
from exercising it. It had hitherto heen 
the practice of Parliament to permit 
/municipalities and local authorities to con- 
trol the area within which their authority 
existed. Under this Bill it was proposed 
‘to permit a right of way, say, for in- 
stance, right across the area of Man- 
chester, without the consent of the 
/municipality of Manchester. Those who 
knew the position of affairs in our great 
cities knew that the streets were so 
‘crowded with gas mains, water mains, 
/hydraulic mains, and telephone cables, 


that the municipalities did not 
know how to make provision for 
‘other things. Why had the munici- 


| palities gone in for these things in our 
large cities? In order that they might 
keep the control of their own streets, and 
| in order that companies might not come in 
‘and break up the streets at their own 


| pleasure. The Bill empowered a private 
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body of men to go right through the 


streets of our great cities, whether the 


corporation liked it or not, and to pay 


nothing for it. That was a principle 
which the House had _ hitherto most 
assiduously objected to, and it was be- 
cause it violated the principle uniformly 
accepted that he respectfully asked the 
House to reject the Bill. An attempt 
had been made to import much prejudice 
into the opposition of the municipalities. 
But who were the municipalities? They 
were the representatives, and were elected 
in the same way as Members of the House 


of Commons, and it was in their name, : 


on their behalf, and as a united body 
that he appealed to the House to reject 
the Bill. 


Amendment proposed, 

“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr. Galloway.) 

Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens) said 
he rose for the purpose of strongly sup- 
porting the Bill. He had not the slightest 
personal interest in it except that he was 
a Member of the House, a member of a 
large industrial constituency which the 
Bill affected, and also a British citizen 
interested in the industrial progress of 
the country. The London Chamber of 


Commerce and all the other chambers of 


commerce were strongly in favour of the 
Bill. His hon. friend who moved the re- 


jection had called attention to two similar | 


Bills, one of which had been rejected and the 
other passed by the House quite recently, 
and in alluding to the Bill which had 
heen passed he said it had heen passed by 
mistake. What his hon. friend meant to 
say was that the municipalities by mistake 
omitted to instruct the House of Commons 
to oppose that Bill. Were they to under- 
stand that the House could not go right 
ona matter of this kind without instrue- 
tions from the municipalities? He 
most respectfully dissented from that. 
It had been said that no public case had 
been made out for this Bill. He would 
endeavour to make out that case, and if 
he did not succeed it would be his fault 
rather than that of the Bill. The Bill 
proposed to generate electricity in bulk 
and supply it to a large area at very 
much lower rates that those at which it 
could now be produced. The area affected 
by the Bill embraced the whole of Lanca- 


{1 Marcu 1900} 
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shire south of the Ribble, containing 
altogether 129 local authorities and 182 


townships, the bulk of the districts 
having a population not exceeding 


10,000 each. Of these local authorities 
only sixteen had electricity works in 
operation, supplying electricity on a 
small seale at high charges to a_frac- 
tion of the inhabitants. Twenty-two 
districts had Provisional Orders, but had 
taken absolutely no action, although some 
of the Orders were no less than ten years 
old. In 91 districts no attempt whatever 
had been made to obtain Orders or to 
carry out works, and this year there was 
not one application for a Provisional 
Order within the area proposed to be 
taken by this company. If the public 
| were to wait for the action of these local 
authorities in order to be supplied with 
a growing necessity of the age they might 
wait until the Day of Judgment. The 
previous speaker had spoken — con- 
temptuously of private speculators. What 
had municipal corporations ever done to 
promote large industrial undertakings ? 
Railways had been built and factories 
erected by private speculators, and the 
same class had founded and carried on 
the prosperity of the country. The 
supply of electricity in bulk was 
far too large a question for municipal 
corporations. The practical difkiculties in 
the way were too great. Local authorities 
could not afford to sink large sums of the 
ratepayers’ money in large installations of 
electrical plant, nor ought they to under- 
take with that money the risks which 
were inseparable from the initiation of an 
enterprise of the kind. Those risks were 
properly incurred by people described as 
private speculators. Political considera- 
tions also were involved. But in order 
to make such an enterprise pay it was 


necessary to generate and distribute 
electricity over a large area. Speaking 


generally, it was not possible for any one 
of the 129 districts affected by the Bill 
to generate cheaply its own electricity. 
The measure had been very seriously mis- 
represented. It proposed to have two or 
three large generating stations in the 
heart of the colliery district, where, by 
getting cheap fuel, it would be possible to 
manufacture the electricity in bulk far 
more cheaply than if the company were 
restricted in the site of their plant. There 
would also be far fewer establishment 
expenses than if each of the 129 districts 
had a separate station. A very important 
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point was that by distributing over a large 
area the maximum and the minimum 
demands were very much more uniform, 


{COMMONS} 


with the result that a large enterprise | 


could afford to sell more cheaply than 
where the maximum and the minimum 
demands were restricted to fewer hours 
per day. - Ina large central establishment 
there would be a demand for power by 
day and for light at night, so that 
the machinery would be working 
probably for about twenty hours out of 
the twenty-four, instead of four or five 
hours, as was generally the case in an 
ordinary municipal plant. This was not 
a question of theory, but of fact. In the 
case of Cardiff, a 12°50 horse-power plant 
was necessary in order to supply a maxi- 
mum short demand of 8&9 horse-power. 
America was 100 years ahead of this 
country in the question of electricity. 
From the city of Detroit one could travel 
for twenty miles round the city for ten 
cents on an electric tramear at the rate of 
twenty miles an hour. There was the 
great electrical plant at Niagara, distri- 
buting electrical energy for a radius of 
about forty miles. All this was done by 
private enterprise, with the result that 
these districts and others like them in 
America had improved enormously with 
regard to industrial enterprise and general 
prosperity. Large consumers there were 
charged 4d. per unit for their electricity, 
while the average to all consumers was 
id. per unit, while in Manchester 5d. per 
unit was charged for lighting, 1}d. per 
unit for power, and 2d. for the public 
lighting. The average amount charged 
by private enterprise in America, Ger- 
many, and Switzerland was one-third the 
lowest English price, and yet the Man- 
chester Corporation were using the money 
of the ratepayers to oppose the introdue- 
tion of somewhat similar terms in this 
country. There were no compulsory 
powers sought in the Bill, except that of 
going through a non-consenting district 
in order to reach a consenting district on 
the other side. That objection had been 
run for just about as much as it was 
worth. Somebody must tear up the 
streets if the public were to have cheap 
electricity, and the power was 
guarded in the Bill to an extreme 
point. 
prescribe the route, or 
the work in their own 

make the company pay for it. 


way and 
Was it 


reasonable, if a district desired to obtain 
Mr. Seton-Kurr. 


' tion of 500,000. 


safe- | 


The non-consenting district could | 
they could do | 
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cheap electricity from a central authority, 
that it should be deprived of that advan- 
tage because a non-consenting district 
declined to have its streets torn up? If 
the spread of cheap electricity was to he 
opposed in this manner the people of 
England might as well give up all idea of 


any improvement in the country’s com- 


| mercial prosperity. 


The promoters were 
prepared to accept any form of words to 
safeguard the local authorities to the 
greatest possible extent, and the scale 
of charges was fixed inthe Bill. As 
to the amount of dividend, this was a 
question of supplying electricity cheaply, 
and if the promoters did not succeed their 
object had failed. If, however, they 
succeeded, surely no one would grudge 
them anything up to 10° per cent. 
All profits over 10 per cent. were to 
be shared with the consumers. — If 
safeguarding clauses were introduced 

and they had been introduced—there 
would be no objection to the principle of 
the Bill on the part of many of the local 
authorities. |The hon. Member here 
read several letters to this effect.] The 
municipal corporations in their opposition 
to the Bill did not, in his opinion, repre- 
sent public opinion in their districts. 
They represented merely — themselves 
and their officials, and he thought 
they were very misguided in their oppo- 
sition, The promoters of the Bill 
had received a letter from a_ solicitor 
representing the Preston county council 
to the effect that if certain clauses 
protecting the property of the county 
were inserted the council would not press 
its opposition, All that the local author- 
ties wanted were protective clauses. He 
would wish to call attention to the 
work which the Manchester  Cor- 
poration, who were leading the opposi 
tion to the Bill, were doing in 
connection with the supplying of electri- 
city. They obtained their order ten years 
ago, and up to last March they had only 
supplied 2,570 customers out of a popula- 
They had lately made 
contracts to supply the adjoining districts, 
and they were in this dilemma: if they 
were to succeed in maintaining their mono- 
poly of the supply of electricity they would 
at their present rate of progress either 
have to supply these outside districts and 
keep their own customers waiting or they 
would have to supply their own area and 
neglect the outside districts. The hon. 
Member who seconded the rejection of 
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the Bill stated that the cost of production 
in Manchester was 1 }d. per unit. His infor- 
mation, however, was that it was 13d., but 
that figure excluded the three important 
items ef depreciation, sinking fund, and 
interest on loans. These three items 
represented another 1}d., making the cost 
per unit 3d. He did not suppose that 
the hon. Member had any intention of 
misleading the House, but to state that 
i}d. was the cost per unit was very mis 
leading indeed. 


sin J. T. WOODHOUSE asked if the 
hon. Member suggested that 1}d. was 
not correct. 


*Mr. SETON-KARR : Certainly. 


siz J.T. WOODHOESE said he had 
his information from the chairman of the 
Manchester Electric Lighting Committee, 
who, he thought, would not make an inac- 
curate statement, and who stated that the 
profits amounted to £26,000 after charg 
ing L}d. per unit. 


*Mr. SETON-KARR said the hon. 
Member had left out half the story. He 
had omitted the three important items of 
depreciation, sinking fund, and interest 
en loans on the debit side of the account. 
On «commercial basis the cost was 3d. 
per unit when these items were taken into 
account. Manchester supplied its large 
customers at about half the price charged 
to small customers. Such a system could 
not be commercially sound, and he sub- 
mitted that the Corporation perpetrated 
he used the word in no offensive sense 

a fraud on the small customers because 
they had to pay the difference between 
the two charges. The corporation of 
Manchester were using the money of the 
ratepayers —-in perfect good faith, no 
doubt from their own point of view—-to 
perpetrate a system which was really 
putting a bounty on their electric supply. 

He ventured to think that the opposition 
to the Bill was really opposition on the 
part of these who were in favour of muni- 
cipal trading as against private enterprise. 
He was one of those who were hostile to 
municipal trading except within certain 
limits. He considered it a principle most 
dangerous to the 
country that municipalities should be 
allowed to go outside their proper pro- 
vince. They might just as well try to 
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prosperity of this | 


regulate railways or factories as try to 
‘ 
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stop the development of electrical pro- 
duction. They had done nothing to 
promote it in the past, they would do 
nothing in the future, and it should be 
left to private enterprise. He thought 
that the House would now understand 
why he, the representative of a Lanea- 
shire borough, was strongly supporting 
the Bill, and he was not afraid of his 
action as far as his constituents were 


concerned. He had unlimited faith in 
their intelligence. In conclusion he 
would remind the House’ of the 


enormous advantage of cheap electricity 
to the country. They could seldom 
take up a paper without reading of an 
accident caused by a parattin lamp, but 
with cheap electricity all over the country 
those accidents would he avoided. Again, 
manufacturers would have a wider choice 
in the selection of sites for factories, which 
was now restricted by the proximity of 
coal mines, railway facilities and other 
reasons. But with electricity cheaply 
transferred they would have a wider area 
to select from. Further, manufacturers 
would save a considerable part of the 
money now spent on coal. He believed 
that in the case of long-distance freight 
75 per cent. of that money was spent 
on carriage alone. — The railways did not 
want the coal traffic ; they would preter 
to carry manufactured goods produced by 
electricity. Finally, he put it to the Labour 
Members of the House--the hon. Members 
who said they represented the working men 
of the country—a statement he did not 
accept—-that the question was of enormous 
importance to the working classes, who 
were at present handicapped by the severe 
competition of America and the Continent. 
wherethey enjoyed theadvantages of cheap 
electrical power. He earnestly trusted the 
House would pass the Second Reading. 
The principle of the Bill was of enormous 
importance to the country, and to its 
industrial prosperity, and the opposition 
to it on the part of municipalities did not 
represent public opinion or public interest, 
at any rate in his part of the country. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
he would remind the hon. Member who 
had just spoken that the Mayor and Cor- 
poration of the town he represented were 
strongly opposed to the Bill he was 
supporting, and while he accepted the 
hon. Member as the representative of 
political opinion in St. Helens, he would 
prefer the opinion of the mayor and 
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corporation on municipal matters. The 
point involved in the Bill was very simple 
and did not need elaborate arguments. 
The broad principle underlying the Bill 
was that it could prevent a small com- 
munity supplying its own electric power. 
A more selfish proposal had never been 
made to the House. It also practically 
proposed to repeal the provisions of the 
Act of 1882. Electric lighting was in its 
infaney, but in the near future many 
urban authorities, who at the present 
time had not had the opportunity, would 
naturally wish to supply their own elec- 
tricity. The Bill is not a philanthropic 
measure, but the venture of a body of 
private persons for the sake of gain. It 
was a sort of Chartered Company scheme 
by which the promoters saw a grand 
opportunity to obtain certain rights which 
at present belong to other people, and if 
the Bill were to be passed the small 
municipalities of the country would be 
handed over to the hands of persons 
whose only idea was to accumulate vast 
fortunes out of the necessities of the 
people. Under these circumstances, he 
strongly opposed the Bill. “He contended 
that Parliament had no right to hand 
over powers such as were asked for by 
the promoters to any public company, 
the only object of which was to make 
profits for its shareholders, and he urged 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Trade to consider the 
matter from the point of view now sug- 
gested. 
come to the conclusion that it was 
absolutely necessary to protect the rights 
of the community at large. 


*Ssirn WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): Before the President 
of the Board of Trade addresses the 
House, I would ask leave to offer some 
observations to his consideration which 
apply to the whole of this group of Bills. 


I do not in the least intend to express an_ 


opinion as to Lancashire's interest, in which 
[ have no right to intervene, but I think 
that the House must be aware that in 
dealing with all these Bills it is dealing 
with a very great question. It is not a 
question of one part of the country or 
another. I do not altogether share my 


hon. friend’s objectionsto great enterprises | 


being carried on through private sources. 
That was a question which occupied 


fifty or sixty years ago the attention of | 
this country, and that was at the time of | 


Mr. Broadhurst, 


‘COMMONS! 


‘refer to the subject. 


If he did, he would infallibly | 
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the commencement of the great railway 
interest. That question was decided by 
the wisdom of the great statesman Sir 
Robert Peel. We know that Sir Robert 
Peel was much attacked at that time for- 
throwing the railway enterprise of this. 
‘country into private hands, and not 
adopting the system so largely followed 
‘on the Continent. I look forward to this. 
question of electricity and electric supply 
as the great question of the future, and it 
is from that point of view that I wish to. 
If this company is 
prepared upon proper conditions to supply 
electricity to any part of the country, | 
am not opposed to that. No man can say 
to-day what part electricity may not play 
in the industry of the country,and that is a 
point which the House of Commons should 
keep in view. But what are the con- 
ditions which ought to be imposed / 
What was the policy which was pursued 
with regard to the railway companies /’ 
Parliament did not leave it altegether 
to particular promoters of Bills. 
Parliament did not leave it to the 
discretion of individual committees. 
They placed the whole of that great 
enterprise, upon which mere than a 
thousand millions of private money has 
been expended, greatly to the benefit of 
the country--a sum larger than the: 
National Debt, and now paying interest 
at least of 4 per cent., and one of the 
greatest investments for the savings of 
the country-—-under general legislation. 
I think that a model which we ought to- 
follow in this instance. But what was 
the method which Parliament in those 
days adopted in dealing with the mail. 
ways! They did not allow’ particular 
promoters to take their chance in indi- 
vidual committees. They placed the 
whole of that great enterprise, as 1 have 
said, under general legislation ; that was. 
carried out by the Land Clauses Act andl 
the Railway Clauses Act. I approve of 
that course. If you have a company 
coming and proposing matters of this 
kind, in my opinion you ought very care- 


‘fully to consider the matter, and not to 


compromise a great question like this: 
without full consideration. You ought 
to have some principle laid dowm which 
should govern all cases which cannot be: 
left to the decision of Private Bill Com- 
mittees. I have a great respect for 
Committees. In former days I had some: 
experience of Private Bill Committees,. 
and I would like to say that in dealing; 
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with a question of this kind it ought not 
to be left to the decision of a particular 
Private Bill Committee except under 
those safeguards to which all railway pro- 
moters are liable. The hon. Member 
who has spoken, with the ability he always 
shows, in support of this proposal, referred 
to the giving of the electric light to rural 
districts. I wish one of these companies 
would come into Hampshire and light the 
villages and my own house with elec- 
tricity at a penny farthing, or whatever 
the price is to be. If that were done I 
should be delighted. But I do not feel 
absolute security. [ have read a pam- 
phlet in which it was stated that the pro- 
moters would go into places which had 
already an electric supply, provided that 
the company did not supply electricity, 
except to wholesale consumers, within 
the district of any local authority already 
authorised by a Provisional Order or Act 
of Parliament to furnish such a supply. 
They would go in and take the plums out of 
the pudding and leave the currants. They 
said that they reserved the right to deal 
directly in the case of a trader using a 
large quantity of electricity, and that it 
was in the public interest to do so, and, 
further, they gave to the local authority in 
every case the duty of carrying the mains. 


Mr. SETON-KARR: That does not 
apply to the Bill now before the House. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I| think the right hon. 
Gentleman is referring to some other 
sill, probably the South Wales Bill. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do 
not desire to speak on any particular Bill. 
I wish to speak on the general conditions, 
and that is why I referred to the Lands 
Clauses Bill. There should be in every 
Bill a condition that where a district is 
passed through, especially when whole 
counties are taken, it should be obligatory 
to give a supply wherever it is demanded. 
That is a condition which ought not to be 
left to the discretion of a Private Bill 
Committee. There ought to be general 


conditions applying to all Bills, as was 


the case with reference to the railway 
interest. There ought also to be a con- 
dition that the money to be supplied 
should be sufticient for the purpose for 
which itis taken. If you find a condition 
in a private Bill such as obviously cannot, 


under any circumstances, meet the wants | 


of the district covered by the Bill, of 
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course it will mean that the most favour- 
able part of the district will be taken, and 
on whieh the money will be expended. 
I do not wish to refer particularly to any 
other Bill, but if vou take the control for 
five years over two counties, and if all 
you are obliged to expend in five years is 
£50,000, you hang up the whole enter- 
prise of that district during that period, 
while, in fact, the money you are obliged 
to spend would be only sufficient for one 
hig town. That is am example of why it 
is necessary that you should have con- 
ditions which. are general applying to all 
Bills, on the principle on which you acted 
in reference to the railway interest of the 
country. Why, I ask, are these Bills 
brought forward as private Bills, inde- 


pendently of the general legislation which 


already exists! In the Act passed by 
Parliament upon this subject there is 
a condition that ne company shall come 
unless with the consent of the local 
district. That is the Act of 1888. The 


consent of the local authority is required 


for a Provisional Order. If, therefore. 
the promoters had come for a Provisional 
Order under the general law, as, in my 
opinion, they eught to have done, they 
would have been obliged to consult the 
interests of the local authorities. That is 
the general law, and it does not apply 
only to places already supplied with elec- 
tricity, but to places which are not sup- 
plied with electricity. That being so, this 
isamethod ofevading the general law whiclr 
Parliament has passed in order to send to 
a Committee upstairs a Bill promoting a 
private enterprise which may defeat this 
provision of the general law. I do not 
think that is a wise course to take ; it is 
contrary to public policy, and to the 
policy which has been hitherto pursued. 
The great railway interest, which is cer- 
tainly as important as this interest, is 
governed, so far as the principles to be 
applied are concerned, by general legisla- 
tion. I am quite sure that this matter 
has not been sufficiently matured and 
considered. I say most emphatically that 
I am not against the principle of this or 
any of the Bills of a like nature. I think 
there is room and great necessity for the: 
employment of capital in this country, 
which at present receives a very low rate 


of interest, and a great deal of which 


goes abroad and is lost. I am, therefore, 
not arguing in favour of diminishing the: 
employment of capital in this country : 
still less am I against the principle of 
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giving such a supply as that of electricity 
to all the cottages and villages in England. 
But I should like to have some security 
that when the capital is supplied the 
cottages will get the light. [am not 
speaking at this moment so much 
in the interests of the great towns, 
which may look after themselves, or the 
great manufactures, which have the means 
of supplying themselves; but if these 
great monopolies are to be granted and 
this is a gigantic monopoly——let them be 
heneficial monopolies governed by the 
general law and by a mature policy con- 
sidered by Parliament. I have — en- 
deavoured to speak not upon any particu- 
lar Bill, but wpon the policy which ought 
to govern all the legislation in reference 
to this great industry. I think it would 
be a very good thing if these Bills were 
not proceeded with this vear, but were 
brought forward next year after there has 
heen time for the Government to con- 
sider these matters. We ought not to 
send these Bills—which, after all, will 
establish precedents governing the future 
—haphazard to Private Bill Committees ; 
we ought to take a wide and statesmanlike 
view of the whole of the future of the 
electrical supply of the country, a course 
similar to that taken by Sir Robert Peel 
in 1840. We would thus be able to deal 
with this important question on general 
principles. I shall vote against the Bills, 
with the desire that they may afterwards 
be dealt with maturely and considerately 
by the Government and the House. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The right hon. 
Gentleman has said very truly that the 
question which the House has to decide 
is a very important one, perhaps one of 
the most important ones that have come 
before the House by means of a private 
Bill for a great many years. I hope the 
House will give its attention to the very 
important considerations in this case 
hefore they decide to reject on the 
Second Reading a Bill that is fraught 
with so many possibilities. It is true, I 
think, that the electrical enterprise of this 
country is in an exceedingly backward 
condition ; it is inferior with regard to 
light, and certainly with regard — to 
the conveyance of power, to many 


European countries, and it is greatly , 


inferior to North America — and 


Canada. It may almost be said that, 


there are villages in North America 
which are in possession of advantages in 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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connection with electricity which some of 
our largest towns do not possess. It can- 
not be doubted that there is a great 
demand for something to be done. At 
present electric light matters are governed 
largely by the legislation of 1882, and the 
right hon. Gentleman has said that this 
Bill is largely in opposition to many of 
the enactments in the Act of 1882. If no 
other charge or argument could be brought 
against this proposal the arguments of the 
opponents of this Bill would indeed he 
weak. [It must be remembered that it 
was the Act of 1882 which more than 
anything else had delayed and hampered 
the development of electrical supply, and 
in so far as this Bill departs from that Act 
I think its departure is amply justified by 
the condition of things at present existing 
in the electrical world. 


“Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: I was 


speaking of the Act of 1888. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I was referring to a 
speech made by another right hon. Gentle 
man. The right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
after having acknowledged the desirability 
of legislation and the drawbacks of the 
existing condition of things, made a 
speech which was, I think, based very 
largely upon another Bill. When his 
attention was drawn to this the right hon. 
Gentleman endeavoured to bring his re- 
marks into harmony with any one of 
these Bills, but still the right hon. 
Gentleman's argument did refer to powers 
which are not asked for in this Bill. The 
Bill does not enable the promoters to dis 
tribute electric energy im bulk without 
the consent of the local authority, or, if 
it does, I have an assurance from the 
promoters to the effect that they will 
undertake to agree to an Amendment in 
Committee which would make it perfectly 
clear that they do not ask for the 
power to distribute even in bulk with- 
out the consent of the local authority. 
The right hon. Gentleman said this Bill 
proposes to take out the plums and leave 
the currants; as a matter of fact, there 
are no plums taken out. The right 
hon. Gentleman says that, after they get 
the Bill, there is nothing to compel them 
to give electrical energy even in bulk, 
and that cottages in rural districts might 
be left without the electric light hecause 
there was no power of enforcement. The 
right hon. Gentleman, I think, is wrong in 
that statement, because Section 38 of the 
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Bill says that the company shall, wpon 
being required to do so by any local 
authority, give and continue to give to 
such authority a supply of energy at a 
price not exceeding that stated in the 
schedule for a supply in bulk, and shall 
furnish and lay such mains as may be 
necessary for the purpose of the supply. 


*Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 


words are “in bulk.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, but I would point 
out to the right hon. Gentleman that the 
energy is to be given in bulk to local 
authorities in order that they may dis- 
tribute it. It is one of the advantages of 
the Bill that local authorities which would 
never dream of setting up their own 
supply, and could not afford to do so, can 
come to the company and say they 
wanted a supply of energy in bulk suffi- 
cient to enable them to distribute it among 
all the people in a particular district. 


“Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: Can 
the right hon. Gentleman explain what 
the local authority would be ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The district council 
or the municipality—they would be the 
only two local authorities which would 
he entitled to undertake such a work. 


“Sin. WILLIAM HARCOURT: 


the parish council, I presume ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No. Their powers 
are extremely limited, and I do not think 
they often make use of such as they have. 
The right hon. Gentleman stated that 
the company could pick and choose where 
they would go—that they could take the 
profitable and leave the unprofitable dis- 
tricts; but they are bound to supply to any 
local authority within their area such 
electric energy as the local authority may 
require, either for manufacturing or 
lighting purposes. In my opinion the 
promoters have pursued the right course 
in bringing forward this Bill, and I ask 
the House to allow it to go to a Com- 
mittee where it may be thoroughly ex- 
amined, In order to make quite sure 
that the only power asked for in the Bill, 
so far as the loeal authorities were con- 


Not 
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| stood that they are not asking for any power 


cerned, was the power of passing through | 


the streets, and that there was no inten- 
tion to “invade” any local area, the pro- 
moters have given me the following 
written assurance— 


“The promoters wish it to be clearly under- | 





before they reject the Bill. 
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to distribute electricity in any borough or 
district except with the consent of the local 
authority concerned, and that they will agree 
to any amendment to Clause 36 which may be 
necessary to make this perfectly clear. The 
promoters are also prepared to insert a provi- 
sion in the Bill tothe effect that,whether in bulk 
or otherwise, they shall only supply electricity 
in those boroughs or districts for which Provi- 
sional Orders or other statutory powers have 
heen obtained.” 


Ido not think it is possible te go any 
further than these gentlemen propose to 
Whether the House of Commons 
thinks it is desirable or not to insert any 
Provisional Orders in this Bill 1 do not 
pretend to say, but if any safeguards ot 
that kind are required, the promoters, | 
am sure, would not object. The object 
of the Bill is to make electricity, for 
lighting, and especially for power, to 
make it popular, and to make it cheap 
through the whole of the district affected. 
Tam as jealous of the rights of munici- 
palities as any one, but I think it is push- 
ing the matter too far when with one 
accord municipalities—many of which 
have no concern in the matter—object to 
such a small interference as is here pro- 
posed. If, in the case of three adjoining 
districts, A and C want electrical energy 
for power or light, it is out of the ques- 
tion that B should block the way and 
prevent A and C from obtaining it. In 
my opinion that would be distinctly con- 
trary to public interest, and it is only 
because I believe it to be to the public 
interest that this enterprise should sue- 
ceed that I desire to impress upon the 
House the grave considerations involved 
What is the 
proposed interference with the streets ? 
The local authority might dictate to the 
company the route which the cable should 
take, and might itself open up the streets 
and lay the cable, charging the company 
with the whole cost of the work. There- 
fore the local authority would maintain 
in avery large sense the control of its 
own streets. 


go. 


Sm WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester, N.W.): Might I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether a_ pro- 
vision to that effect is already in the Bill. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I believe that pro- 
vision is in the Bill, and if it is not it 
ought to be. I cannot admit that Liver- 
pool and Manchester will be in the 
slightest degree damaged by the Bill 
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except in so far as the cable goes through 
their streets; and there is certainly no 
power given to the company to compete 


with the municipalities in the supply of | 
‘Committee, which was a judicial body, 


electrical energy unless the local authorities 
desire them to do so. On all these 
grounds I think it would be a mistake if 
the House refuses to allow the Bill to go 
to a Committee. 


*Mr. HALDANE (Haddington) sug- 


gested that the Bill should be referred to 
a Hybrid Committee rather than to a 
Select Committee, so that they would 
have some guarantee that the matter 
would be dealt with from a broad point of 
view for the benefit of the public. He 
pointed out that this was not an Electric 
Lighting Bill, and that the clauses would 
be so framed as to conform to some model 
plan for future cases. It was primarily 
and mainly a Power Bill, a Bill introduced 
for the purpose of enabling power to be 
supplied in bulk to the few people able to 
take it. There was no guarantee that in 
the near future municipalities would 
supply such power, or express any 
wish to do anything of the kind. 
Indeed, the supply of a comparatively 
restricted class seemed hardly to form 
part of their duties. They had been 
asked what public interest was involved. 
He thought a very great public interest 
was involved, Our commercial supremacy 
was being challenged abroad in the 
development of electric plant and power, 
and he felt that when Parliament was 
called upon to take a step which would he 
the beginning of the development of a new 
industry they should not interpose an 
obstacle unthinkingly. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Gloucestershire, Stroud) 
said that the Joint Committee of 1898 
reported that a Bill in this form might 
and ought to be passed, and if passed in 
this form it would not infringe any rights 
vested in the local authorities either under 
the Act of 1882 or that of 1888. The 
Committee added that if the right of 
veto, which was now claimed by local | 
authorities, was to be insisted upon, all | 
future development of electrical energy, | 
and more particularly of electrical power, 
in this country must almost necessarily 
be stopped. Everyone knew that in the 
rise of foreign competition electrical | 
power was having the greatest weight as 
against the industrial development of this | 
country. If the House refused the 
Second Reading of this Bill they would | 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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do what they could to strangle one of the 
most important industries which required 
development. Personally, he would 
prefer the Bill to be referred to a Select 


rather than to a Hybrid Committee, which 
was composed of partisans, and, therefore, 
as bad a tribunal as they could possibly 
have, 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I only 
desire to say a few words on_ this 
subject. There is no doubt whatever that 
of all the manufacturing countries of the 
world we are nearly at the bottom in the 
matter of electrical supply, and not only 
is that an injury to the amount 
and the cost of production, — but 
it also affects the prosperity — of 
all industries connected with electricity ; 


‘electrical machinery, for instance, having 


to be imported instead of being manu- 
factured in this country. The matter 
raised by the Bill is therefore of urgency. 
Again, we are all anxieus to have 
industries established as much as possible 
away from the great centres of popula- 
tion, and that can only be done 
by encouraging undertakings like those 
proposed to be set up by the Bill. 
I think, therefore, there is a strong case 
for this. The Committee which sat two 
years ago, and which made a report on 
this subject, distinctly contemplated the 
bringing in of a Bill of this kind. It 
dealt with the matter and indicated the 
general lines on which they thought it 
should proceed. A great deal of the 
general legislation with regard to railways 
has been posterior to the passing of a 
number of Railway Bills. The House has. 
been continually increasing the control of 
the administrative department over rail- 
ways, and a great many points in which 


the Board of Trade controls railways were 


not introduced into the earlier Bills, but 
were the result of subsequent legislation 
I do not think it is possible for us, at this 
early stage of electrical legislation, to 
foresee all the general powers it will be 
possible for us to introduce into Bills 
dealing with electric lighting and electric 
power. We do not part with our powers 
of controlling the industry in future. It 
has been distinctly stated by the President 
of the Board of Trade that the companies. 
do not propose to compete with the 
municipalities. If that is not sufficiently 
clear, a clause can be introduced to 
make it clear. I think, therefore, 
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that the municipalities ought not to 
object to the Bill in tote, but should 


{7 Marcu 1900} 


confine their efforts to securing the in- | 


sertion in Committee of such provisions 
as may be necessary. In one form or 
another, what we want is a very strong 
Committee. Whether a Committee of the 
House, a large Select Committee, or a 
so-called Hybrid Committee is best to 


effect the purpose is a question which | 
| prepared to vote for the Second Reading. 


But I do not think it would | 


ought to be considered before it is 
appointed. 


he possible for the House to allow a Bill 


of this importance to go to one of the 
ordinary small Committees. — I think, 
moreover, the Board of Trade ought to 
give an exceptional amount of assistance 
to any Committee dealing with this ques- 
tion, and that any Committee dealing with 
it ought to have regard to the sugges- 
tions of the Board of Trade, which has 
had experience in the working of 
Electrical Supply Acts. If it should turn 
out that the Committee to which the 
Bills go does not sufticiently meet the 
objections taken by the municipalities, or 
those taken by us on grounds of public 
policy, we shall have a right to amend or 
throw over the Bills when they come up 
for Third Reading. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I entirely agree with 
the right hon, Gentleman that these Bills 
ought not to be sent to an ordinary Private 
Bill Committee. The constitution of the 
Committee a matter for future con- 
sideration, but it ought to be a strong 
Committee, whose decisions will carry 
weight. 


is 


*Sirn ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
S.) asked the President of the Board of 
Trade whether there was a provision in 
the Bill, or in the incorporated statutes, 
enabling the local authorities to do the 
through-main work, and, if not, whether 
he would get that provision inserted. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I believe there is no 
such clause in this Bill. Inanother com- 
pany’s Bill there is a very clear clause to 
that effect. It is clear to me that some 
clause giving to local authorities power 
over their own streets in the matter of 
through cable work ought to be inserted. 


*Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff) asked 
whether the written undertaking of the 
Lancashire promoters to do nothing with- 
out the consent of the local authorities 
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would also apply to the South Wales Bill, 
which, in its present form, empowered the 
promoters to supply wholesale customers, 
that is to say, to pick the plums out of 
the pudding, without the sanction of the 
local authorities. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Unless the promoters 


of these Bills are willing to accept a pro- 
vision of that kind I should not myself be 
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Mr. GALLOWAY: There are four 
Bills. Do I understand that all these 
Bills are to be referred to the same Com- 
mittee, and put on the same lines by that 
Committee, or are we to go on with the 
different principle involved in each Bill ! 


Mr. RITCHIE: I hope the Members 
connected with those Bills will he content 
with the statement made, and will be 
prepared to give the House an assurance 
that the Bills will be all practically on 
the same lines. 


*Sir_ J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) hoped the Bills would not be sent 
toa Hybrid Committee, which he regarded 
as a vicious tribunal. What was wanted 
was a strongly selected Committee. 


Sr J. DILLWYN LLEWELYN 
(Swansea Town) asked whether the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade would use 
his best endeavours to get the rights of 
local authorities recognised in all the 
Sills. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Undoubtedly my in- 
fluence will be directed to secure that all 
Bills shall be on the same lines. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
FE.) asked whether the arrangement as_ to 
the Committee would extend to a similar 
Bill dealing with Dublin. 


Mr. RITCHIE said he should be glad 
to consult with the hon. Gentleman if he 
would show him the Bill. 


Sir J. T. WOODHOUSE hoped the 
understanding that a Hybrid Committee 
should be adopted would be strictly 
adhered to. 


Mr. RITCHIE said that what he 
stated was that the Bills ought not to he 
considered by the ordinary Private Bill 
Committee, but that the form the Com- 
mittee might take would be a matter for 
consultation and consideration. 
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Question put, and agreed to. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and committed. 

DURHAM (COUNTY OF) ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL (BY ORDER). 


SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
DISTRIBUTION BILL (BY ORDER). 


TYNESIDE ELECTRIC POWER BILL 
(BY ORDER). 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (iM- 
PROVEMENTS BILL (BY ORDER). 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a_ second | 


time.” 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. AKERS DovuGLas (Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): I desire to state to the 
House the attitude of the Government 
with reference to this measure. We 
recognise that it aims at a great im- 
provement, but at the same time there 
are some important Amendments which 
we must insist on having introduced into 
the Bill. One of the Amendments is that 
the whole space between the proposed 
new road and the river should be laid 
out in continuation of the Victoria 
Tower Gardens. There is really no differ- 
ence in principle between the Govern- 
ment and the County Council as regards 
the nature of the Amendments. The 
County Council and the Govern- 
ment would be sorry to see the improve- 
ment scheme checked, and I do not pro- 
pose to object to the Second Reading, 
but I reserve to myself the right to ask 
the House to reject the Bill on the Third 
Reading unless the Amendments are 
inserted. 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 


understood the spirit in which the right | 


hon. Gentleman had dealt with the matter. 
It had only come before the County 
Council within the last few days, other- 
wise they would have been prepared with 
a definite statement. He thanked the 
right hon. Gentleman for the friendly 


ing with the Bill in future stages. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


{COMMONS} 
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Bill read a second time, and committed. 


HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL 
(BY ORDER). 


Read a second time, and committed. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL 
(BY ORDER). 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said 


originally he opposed this Bill on the 
same ground as he opposed another gas 


, Bill the other day—namely, that it did 


not pay sufficient attention to the recom- 
mendations made by a Select Committee of 
the House. But the Bill as now framed 


'was of a different character. Certain 


portions of it had been drawn up with 
the intention of carrying out the recom- 
mendations of the Committee. He had 
been met by the promoters of the 
Pill in a conciliatory spirit, and he was 
told they were willing to accept an In 
struction of the House, and would carry 
out the recommendations of the Select 
Committee so far as they referred to the 
company. He was putting an Instruction 
to that effect on the Paper, but he was 
told it must stand over. For this reason 
he was not proceeding with the motion 
that stood in his name. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


WANDSWORTH AND PUTNEY GAS 
BILL (BY ORDER). 


Read a second time, and committed. 


ABERDEEN CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

* To authorise the Lord Provost, Magis- 
trates, and Town Council of the City and 
Royal Burgh of Aberdeen to construct 
additional tramways, and to make certain 
street improvements in connection there- 
with ; and for other purposes,” read the 


' first time ; to be read a second time. 
attitude he had taken up on the Bill, and | 
recognised that he had the power of deal- | 


DUBLIN ELECTRIC LIGHTING BILL- 
“ For incorporating the Dublin Electric 
Lighting Company, and for empowering 
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them to light by electricity the City of 
Dublin and the urban districts of New 
Kilmainham, Drumeondra, Clonliffe and 
Glasnevin, and Clontarf, in the county of 
Dublin ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 


NEWRY, KEADY, AND TYNAN LIGHT 
RAILWAY BILL. 

“ For making and maintaining railways 
in the counties of Down, Armagh, and 
Monaghan, to be called the Newry, 
Keady, and Tynan Light Railway ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


LOCAL AUTHORIZIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Chipping 
Sodbury; Northwich; Chatham; and 
Pontypool ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Astley Pit ; 
Kirkintilloch ; Welch Whittle ; Giant’s 


Hall; Dunkirk Pit; Renishaw Park; 
Parkfield: Oldland; and Wellsgreen 


Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Edinburgh ; 
and Tarvin ; to lie upon the Table. 

SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH. 

SHIRE) BILL. 

Petitions in favour ; from Cromer ; and 
Colchester ; to lie upon the Table. 
TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Wishaw ; 
Coatbridge ; and Kinning Park ; to lie 
upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS. 
Return [presented 28th February | to be 
printed. [No. 79.] 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY. 


Copy presented, of Annual Report and 
Accounts of the Governors for the year 


‘] Marcu 1900! 
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1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Questions. 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSION. 
Copy presented, of Fifty-second Report 
from the Ecclesiastical Commissioners for 
England, with an Appendix [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON ACT, 1898. 
Copy presented, of Regulations made 
for the Univeftsity of London by the 
Commissioners under the University of 
London Act, 1898 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table and to be printed. [No. 80.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Law relating to 
Charges on Land, and to matters con- 
nected therewith.” Land Charges Bill 


[ Lords]. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Reports on Sub- 
jects of General and Commercial Interest, 
No. 522 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


NAVAL WORKS. 

Copy ordered, “ of Plan of Works pro- 
posed to be carried out at Hong Kong, 
in accordance with the Naval Works Act, 
1899 (in place of the plan issued with 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 332, of Session 
1897).”—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Copy 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
81.] 


presented accordingly ; to lie 


[No. 





QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—NEWS FROM 
THE FRONT—THE RELIEF OF LADY- 
SMITH. 

Mr. GRANT LAWSON (York, N.R., 
Thirsk): May [ask the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he has any news from South 
Africa ? 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
K.): I have just received from the War 
Office 2 telegram which has been sent to 
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the Seeretary of State from Sir Redvers 
Buller. It runs as follows— 


“T have just returned from Ladysmith. Ex- 
cept a small rear guard north of Surprise Hill, 
the whole of the enemy lately besieging it 
have retired in hot haste, and to the south of 
the town the country is quite clear. The gar- 
rison were on a half-pound of meal a day, and 
were supplementing their meal rations by 
hhorses and mules. The men will want a little 
nursing before they are fit for the field.” 


Masor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): May I 
ask whether that is the reason why the 
War Office, with their usual ingenuity, 
have had their flag flying at half-mast all 
dlay ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


DE BEERS COMPANY — SUGGESTED 
APPLICATION OF PROFITS FOR 
BENEFIT OF TROOPS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the 

‘Treasury whether his attention has been 

called to the speech of Mr. Rhodes at the 

meeting of the De Beers Company on 
24th February, stating that the profits of 
the Company for the year ended in July 
last amounted roughly to £2,000,000, and 

that they had in Kimberley at present a 

stock of diamonds valued at £167,000; 

and whether any portion of this large 
amount of property rescued by Her 

Majesty’s troops from the enemy will be 

distributed among those troops by way of 

reward, in the nature of salvage, or will 
he applied to the relief of the widows and 
children of those who have fallen. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My hon. friend 
desires to intreduce quite a new military 
practice with regard to beleaguered towns. 
It seems to me that the difference between 
being sacked by your enemies or relieved 
by your friends would be one of form 
merely. 


MARTIAL LAW—DUTCH PRISONERS 
AT SIMONSTOWN. 

Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he is now in a 
position to make a statement as to the 
three Dutch subjects of Her Majesty, 
formerly in custody at Simonstown, who 
were removed to a district where martial 
law had been proclaimed, and as to whom 
a writ was issued by the Supreme Court 
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‘ calling upon their custodian to show cause 
why they were so detained. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The three men in 
question were sent to Cape Town among 
a large number of prisoners of war after 
actions at Graspan and Enslin. They 
were regarded and treated at Cape Town 
as prisoners of war. They subsequently 
applied to the High Court for their release 
on the ground that they were British sub- 
jects arrested on their farms, and that 
they had not taken up arms against the 
Government. This was the first intima- 
tion that the military authorities at Cape 
Town had that the men were not ordinary 
prisoners of war, but British subjects 
arrested on suspicion of aiding and abet- 

ting the enemy. They were accordingly 

sent back to the district in which they 
were arrested, and which is under martial 
law, in order that the charges against 
them might be investigated on the spot. 
On these facts the High Court, on &th 
February, issued a writ of habeas corpus 
returnable on 12th March, in order to 
give time for the military authorities at 
Orange River to inquire into the case. 
The result of the inquiry is not yet 
reported, The military authorities have 
accepted service of the writ. 

Mr. COURTNEY : Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say if the military authorities 
referred the question to their legal adviser 
at home ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: [ have no 


information. 


ENGLISH CONSUL AT. LORENZO 
MARQUES. 

Sir HENRY HOWORTH (Salford,s.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs what is the official position 
of the English representative at Lorenzo 
Marques; whether he is an ordinary 
Consul, or has some special authority ; 
and whether there is an objection to the 
production of any correspondence which 
may have passed between him and the 
English Government on the transit of 
recruits, stores, and ammunition through 
the Portuguese territory of Mozambique 
into the Transvaal. 

*Toe UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop- 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford) : Her Majesty's 

‘ 
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Consul at Lorenzo Marques is a Consul | seven transports the salt meat ration was 
appointed and admitted in the usual way. | condemned on different occasions and 
There is no correspondence which can, | other rations issued. Five commanding 
consistently with the public interest, be | officers have reported that the troops 
laid before the House. | disliked the salt beef rations, because 

'they were either too salt, or hard, or 


TRANSPORT—THE EIGHTH DIVISION. pecammecess Ms bares = a 
CERIN , . | paragré s e negative. Every care 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) : I | has ea taken to secure that the x foe 
heg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- | jcneq to the troops should be of the best 
ralty if he can state when the transport quality ; and in a few cases where com- 
vessels will be ready to take the Eighth plaints had been made that the prices of 
Division to South Africa. the canteen were high and the stock of 


pi ae articles sold there insutticient, the atten- 

THE FIRST LORD OF THE ADMI- tion of the owners has been called to 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHEN, St. George's, these matters, and they have been 
Hanover Square): There seems to be a | rectified, | may add that, in the case 
misapprehension that the despatch of the | of every ship where complaints were 
Kighth Division had been delayed on 
account of the transports. The Admiralty 
received a semi-official requisition from 
the War Office for transports for this 
division two days ago—the official requisi- 
tion yesterday. We at once asked the) Sim J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
War Office whether five transports ex- | N.E.): May I ask the hon. Gentleman is 
pected home between the 3rd and 6th. it not a fact that some of the transport 
March should be utilised for that purpose. | cases of salt beef were marked “ 1893” / 
The War Office agreed, and the ships will i a te St 
le coaled at once, and will be ae to| “Mr. MACARTNEY : No, Sir; [have 
start for the Cape with the Eighth Divi-| received no report to that effect, and I do 
sion between the 10th and 17th, so far as | t believe there is foundation for such a 
the Transport Department is concerned. St#tement. 

Sir J. FERGUSSON: [ can submit 

TRANSPORTS—MEAT SUPPLIES. proof. 

Mr. BAIRD (Glasgow, Central): Lbeg  Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.) ; Was 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the War the condemned beef home grown or 
Oftice whether any reports have been foreign 2 
received from officers commanding troops : 
on board transports for South Africa on | [No answer was returned. | 
the quality of meat supplied to the troops ; 
whether on several occasions the meat has TREATMENT OF BOER PRISONERS 
heen condemned by ‘the medical ofticer GENERAL CRONJE AND HIS FAMILY. 
and thrown overboard in bulk, while that, © Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
actually cooked has been found to be un | E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary ot 
eatable and treated in the same way ; | State for War whether Her Majesty’s 
whether any reports have been received Government have sent any instructions as 
from South Africa on the condition of , to the treatment to be accorded to General 
some of the troops when landed to the | Cronje and his family, and whether they 
effect that they had evidently been under- | are to be imprisoned ; and, if so, where 
fed on the voyage; and whether steps and under what conditions. 
lave Hon ake to ure chat the eR wig, EINANCIAL, SEORETARY 20 
shall be of aed auilliy and the pro- |THE WAR OFF ICE (Mr. J. POWELL 
visions on sale cheap and plentiful _ WILLIAMS, Birmingham, | S.) (for Mr. 

ai all : | WYNDHAM): No, Sir. The question is 
“Ture SECRETARY to tHE ADMI-| one for the decision of the Commander- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) : | in-Chief in South Africa. We learn that 
Reports have been received from officers | it is intended to place General Cronje 
commanding troops on board sixty trans- | and his family on board the flagship at 
ports victualled by the Admiralty. On | Cape Town. 

VOL, LXXIX. [Fourtn Serres.] | 3 E 


made, the salt beef has been landed at 
the Cape, and that the report of the 
Board which has surveyed it is to the 
effect that it is quite satisfactory. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Can the | 


hon. Gentleman state whether it is in- | 
tended permanently to keep General | 
Cronje and his family imprisoned on | 
board ship, instead of leaving him on | 
shore, and is it not true that a great | 
many prisoners kept on board ship have | 
complained 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : | 
Does not the hon. Gentleman think that 
something is due to the rank of General 
Cronje 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That’ 


is a matter of opinion. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Hear, 
hear! Why put him in the hulks ? 


EXPANDING BULLETS. 
GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the Under 


Secretary of State for War whether the 


report of Lord Roberts of 24th instant re- 
lative to six men having been wounded by 
hollow-nosed Mauser bullets, which had 
been so manipulated by having four slits 
cut in the shell as to be made a projectile 


of the most expansive and most explosive 


nature, is the first official report received 

at the War Office that such projectiles are 

being used ; whether the wounded Boer 

prisoner found to have sixty such bullets in 

his possession was interrogated as to 

whether these cartridges were manipu- 

lated privately or were served out by the 

authorities in this condition ; whether 

any understanding was arrived at with 

the Governments of the Transvaal and 

Orange Free State that explosive bullets 

so called should not be used by either 

combatant ; whether, if known to have 

been used prior to the case reported by 

Lord Roberts, representation had been , 
addressed to the military authorities of 
the South African Republics ; and, if so, 

what answers have been received; and 
whether any action can be taken to pre- 
vent the use of such projectiles. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): This is the first official 
intimation of the use of such expansive 
bullets by the Boers, and no information 
has been received as to whether the pri- 
‘soners were interrogated. No understand- 
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ing as to the use of such bullets was 
arrived at with the two Republics. | am 
not able at present to say whether it is 
possible to take any action in the matter. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : Is it not a 
fact that these hollow-nosed bullets were 


_made in Birmingham and supplied to the 


Boers ? 


[No answer was given. | 


ALLEGED BOER SPIES IN THE 
YEOMANRY—BROTHERS BUCK. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
if the Brothers Buck, who were accused 
of being Boer spies and acquitted of that 
charge, will be restored to their military 
position. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): The men in question 
were not tried. They have been dis- 
charged, and have no military position. 


Mr. MALCOLM § (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): Has the hon. Gentleman any 
information confirming the report that 
these brothers were removed from the 
Hertfordshire Yeomanry previously ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : I have 
no information to that effect, but it may 
ye SO. 


MESSRS. VICKERS, SONS, AND MAXIM 
—GUNS SUPPLIED TO THE BOERS 
BEFORE THE WAR. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether, when the order for guns 
from the ‘Transvaal authorities was 
received in London by Messrs. Vickers, 
Sons, and Maxim, a letter was sent to 
the War Office by that firm asking for 
permission to fulfil the contract ; whether 
the War Office advised the company to 
supply the guns to the Boers direct ; 
and whether a statement can be made as 
to how many guns were thus supplied to 
the Transvaal Government. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM) : No, Sir. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Are 
we to understand that there is no founda- 
tion for the statement 2? 
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*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: That | amount allowed to be allotted from the 


is what the hon. Gentleman will under- 
stand, please. 


MAXIM - NORDENFELDT BATTERIES— | 


ARMAMENT PAY. 


CotonEL WYNDHAM - MURRAY 
(Bath): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether 
subalterns volunteering for, and selected 
from garrison artillery in 


to serve with, batteries of Maxim- 


England | 


Nordenfeldts in South Africa, lose their | 


armament pay by being so_ selected ; 
whether the officers of siege artillery in 
South Africa receive armament pay ; and 
whether, under the circumstances of the 
subalterns of garrison artillery having to 
provide an expensive outfit, the armament 
pay could be restored to them while so 
employed. 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WyNDHAM): All garrison artillery 
officers employed in the field in South 
Africa will receive armament pay. 


WIRE NIPPERS. 
Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 


New Forest): I beg to ask the Under 


Secretary of State for War who supplied 
the wire nippers for cutting barbed wire 
fencing in the present South African 
war ; and whether he is aware that these 
nippers were made of soft metal in many 
cases, and therefore were useless for the 
purpose intended. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for Mr. 

WyNnpDHAM): The wire nippers were 
bought from the best firms, and were 
carefully inspected before despatch ; we 
have had no complaints. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): Can the 
hon. Gentleman say how many of these wire 
nippers were sent out to South Africa ? 


{No answer was given. 


SEPARATION ALLOWANCES. 
Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8.W.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War what is the total weekly amount 
of separation allowance now being made 
by the War Office to the wives, families, 
and other dependents of soldiers, including 


the recalled Reserve men, now separated | 


from those dependent upon them ; and 


soldier’s pay towards the support of the 
wife, mother, or other dependent. 


*Mr. J. POWELL - WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): The amount of separa- 


‘tion allowance or allotment of pay de- 


The 


pends on the rank of the soldier. 


| maximum allowance is that paid to the 


wife of a warrant officer, namely, 15s. 9d. 
a week for herself, and 1s. 2d. a week for 
each child. The allowance for a private 
is 7s. 7d. a week, and ls. 2d. for each 
child. The soldier may allot his pay, in- 
cluding good conduct pay, up to three- 
fourths of the total amount to his family. 
He may also remit any savings beyond 
that through the medium of his com- 
manding officer. 


VOLUNTEER ENLISTMENT REGULA- 
TIONS. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the War Office authori- 
ties will so far relax the rule laid down 
for the employment of members of Volun- 
teer companies with their Line battalions 
at the front as to allow of a Volunteer 
within a month or two of reaching his 
twentieth year, and otherwise eligible, 
being so employed ; and whether, in the 
event of a Volunteer having previously 
served in the Regulars, and not 
having completed two years service with 
the Volunteers, he may be permitted to 
serve with the unit of his Volunteer bat- 
talion in South Africa. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): No general relaxation 
of the rule can be permitted, but any case 
of the nature referred to in the second 
paragraph would be considered on its 
merits. 
REJOINING THE COLOURS—TWELVE 
YEARS MEN. 

Mr. COURTNEY : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 


| whether, in the event of twelve years men 


whether he could state the maximum | 


responding to the invitation to rejoin the 
colours, they will have the option of ex- 
tending their time to serve on for a pen- 
sion. 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for Mir. 
WyYNDHAM): As the Under Secretary of 
State has already explained* to the 





* See page 570 of this volume, 
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House, men who re-enlist for the new 
permanent battalions will, if they have at | 
least three years to serve, be permitted to | 
serve on for pension. The conditions are 
under consideration. 


MILITIA—SELECTION OF BATTALIONS 
FOR ACTIVE SERVICE. 

Mr. COLSTON — (Gloucestershire, 
Thornbury): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War on what sys- 
tem Militia battalions are embodied or 
are selected for service in South Africa ; 
aid whether in making such selection any 
special consideration is given to the cer- 
tificates held by the officers, or the figure 
of merit (musketry) and numerical 
strength and efticiency of battalions. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for Mr. 
WYNDHAM): The selection of battalions 
rests with the Commander-in-Chief, whose 
hands it is not expedient to fetter in any 
Way in the matter. 
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they would have one ; whether there was 
«a Roman Catholic chaplain on the s,s. 
“ Servia,’ on which the North Dublin 


| Militia sailed from Queenstown for South 


Africa ; if not, will he explain why one 
was not provided ; were there any Pro- 
testant chaplains on the same ship, and 
how many ? and whether he will see that 
in future Trish Roman Catholic Militia 
going to the front are provided with a 
chaplain of their own religion. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (fo 
Mr. WynpHAM): The answer to the first 


| paragraph of the hon. Member’s question 


is in the negative. Chaplains are not 


appointed regimentally ; but are attached 


to divisions. In answer to the second 
paragraph I have to say that nothing is 
known of any such request. Two Church 
of England clergymen who went out as 
volunteers without pay happened to be 
travelling on the “ Servia.” Seven Roman 
Catholic chaplains are serving: with the 
troops in South Africa ; and the generals 


in command can, if necessary, make, in 


AUXILIARY FORCES — SERVICE OF 
ADJUTANTS AT THE FRONT. 
Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): 1 beg to 

ask the Under Secretary of State tor War 
whether, in view of the losses of officers 
sustained by some of the regiments in 
South Africa, and of the fact that it has 
heen found necessary to send out. officers 
who have left Sandhurst only a few days, 
the Secretary of State would permit 
adjutants of the Auxiliary forces to be 
temporarily attached to their regiments 
at the front, provided their colonels are 
willing to spare their services and can 
obtain officers of the Reserve to perform 
their duties. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WynbuAM): The Commander-in- 
Chief does not think the course proposed 
advisable. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS WITH 
IRISH MILITIA REGIMENTS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: [beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether it is usual to send a Roman 
Catholic chaplain with Lrish Militia regi- 


ments, mostly composed of Roman 


Catholics, going to South Africa ; whether | 
the North Dublin Militia, when volunteer- 
ing for service at the front, asked that 
they should be provided with a Roman 
Catholic chaplain, and were promised that | 


addition, arrangements with the local 
clergy for ministration to the soldiers. 
The War Office cannot undertake that 
there shall be a Roman Catholic clergy 
man on every transport, but all that is 
possible is done to provide for the 
religious needs of the troops. 


ALLEGED COMPULSION TO VOLUN 
TEER —THE DUBLIN POLICE. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: [ beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for [reland, as 
representing the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether the 
authorities have been bringing pressure on 
any members of the Dublin police force 


to volunteer for service in South Africa : 


whether he can say if any and how many 
members of the force have volunteered : 
whether, seeing that the corporation or 
the ratepayers of Dublin are chargeable 
with a share of the maintenance and 
pensions of the Dublin police, their sanc- 
tion was obtained before these police were 
asked to volunteer; whether the super 
annuation to the men who go to the war, 
and part of which the ratepayers of 
Dublin will have to pay, will be allowed 
to the police for their services during the 
time they may be absent at the war ; and 
whether, in case any of the men should 


/come back wounded or otherwise incapa 


citated for police duty, their pensions will 
he chargeable in whole or part on the 
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rates of Dublin, or will be borne by | aware of any distinction being made 
Imperial Exchequer ; if not, whether the | between the telegrams of officers and 
Government will consult the Corporation | those of private soldiers. He is, however, 
of Dublin on these points before sending | in communication with the Secretary of 
any of the metropolitan police to the State for War on the subject, and will 
front. ‘inform the hon. Member of the result of 


; ss ah i ___| the inquiry. Private telegrams in code 

THE ATTORNEY : GEN ERAL FOR are at present not allowed by the military 
TRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, | authorities to be sent cither to or from 
N.): With one exception, the only mem- | South Africa. 
bers of the Dublin Metropolitan Police | 
Force who can be ealled Volunteers re- 
signed their position in the force before) isr CADET BATTALION KING'S 
leaving for South Africa. The exception ROYAL RIFLES. 
consisted of a eonstable who volunteered Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
for service with Lord Iveagh’s ambulance |] beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
corps. His case is under consideration. | for War whether he is aware that in the 
I need hardly say that no pressure what-! 1st Cadet Battalion the King’s Royal 
ever Was put upon any of these constables | Rifle Corps, which has sent upwards of 
to take the aetion they did take. ' 100 recruits to the Regular Army in the 
‘last two years, and has contributed con- 
tingents to the King’s Royal Rifle Corps 
_and City of London Imperial Volunteers 
for service in South Africa, only fifty per 
cent. of servicable arms are supplied, 
| thereby placing the battalion in an inferior 
position to cadet corps composed of 
younger lads attached to Volunteer bat- 
talions ; and whether, in view of the fact 
that the rank and file of this cadet 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for | battalion average nearly seventeen years 
Mr. Wynpuam): The Clare Artillery | in age, and five feet six inches in height, 
Militia is stationed at Plymouth. There | and fire a musketry course with ball cart- 
is no present intention of calling on the | ridge, the Secretary of State will arrange 
regiment to volunteer for service in South | for the issuing of Lee-Metford rifles for 
Africa, but should it be asked to volun- | the full establishment of six hundred. 


a. CC eee ee ee > CR ee 
| Mr. WyYNDHAM): The members of a 
cadet battalion may not exceed seventeen 

UNICODE FOR TELEGRAMS TO THE) years of age, and may be as young 

FRONT. as fourteen years. It is considered 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to| that 50 per cent. of rifles for ball 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as | practice is sufficient when the age of the 
representing the Postmaster General, | cadets is taken into account. The re- 
whether military officers serving in South | mainder of the corps have carbines for 

Africa can communieate with their friends | drill purposes. 

at home at 2s. per word of a unicode. 

which ed comprise a sentence, and ordi- | ARMY ESTIMATES 

wary soldiers are charged 4s. per word or } pete ca a . 

message ; and whether the oh sat at 2s,| Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 

per word will be made available for all | (Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the 
soldiers who may desire to use it. Under Secretary of State for War 
: whether he is now able to inform the 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to | House when the Army Estimates will be 
THE TREASURY (Mr.  Hanpury, in the hands of Members. 
Preston): The charge for private tele- 
grams from South Africa to this country; *Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
1s four shillings per word, and for) Mr. WynpHAM): I trust that the Esti- 
Government telegrams two shillings per | mates will be in the hands of Members in 
word. The Postmaster General is not | the course of this evening. 


CLARE MILITIA. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Under Seeretary of State for | 
War where the Clare Militia is at present 
stationed, and whether it is intended to 
ask the regiment te velunteer for the | 
front ; and, if so, will each man be indi- 
vidually asked if he is willing to go. 
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ENNISKILLEN BARRACKS. 

Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, in view of the pro- 
posed increase to our Army, the War 
Office will reconsider their decision to 
remove headquarters from Enniskillen, a 
town which has given three regiments to 
the Army; and whether, taking into 
account its central position at the junction 
of four railways and the other advantages 
it possesses for troops, they will take into 
account the advisability of pulling down 
the disused gaol and erecting extra 
barracks on its site. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : This 


decision cannot be reconsidered. 


WATER-TUBE BOILERS. 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty if he can see his 
way to state the longest time that the 


water-tube boilers of any of Her Majesty's | 


ships have been under continuous working 
at full power at sea without developing 
defects, and the consumption of coal per 
horse power developed during — such 
working. 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI_ 
RALTY (Mr. GoscuEN, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) : The longest run under 
continuous sea-going full power is that of 
the * Diadem ” in December, 1898, when 


she was under weigh for sixty-nine hours | 


for a distance of 1,330 knots at an 
average indicated horse-power of 14,268 
and an average speed of 19°27 knots an 
hour. The coal consumption for all 
purposes was 2°16 Ib. per indicated 
horse-power. No defects to speak of were 


developed during the run, and these did | 


not affect the steaming, the power and 
speed being maintained up to the end. 
I may add that the “ Powerful,” which 


MONS! 
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through a similar trial run with equally 

_ good results. In regard to the four hours 

full speed trial, the captain wrote— 

| “We averaged over 23,000 horse-power, and 
were well over 24,000 horse-power one hour, 
and the averave number of revolutions for the 

| four hours was just over 110 per minute, which 
in smooth water would give over 21°5 knots an 
hour. Engines and boilers worked perfectly 
Now, surely, in the name of all the gods of 
common sense, this result ought to be con- 
sidered absolutely satisfactory. Remember 
we had not got hand-picked coal, and that 
practically we are in the tropics—thermometer 
in my large airy cabin 88. So, proportionately, 
our trial is at least as good as the contractor's 
25,000 horse-power one, with hand-picked coal 
and a temperate climate.” 


PACIFIC CABLE. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he has received protests 
from the Canadian and New Zealand 
Governments against the concessions re- 
cently granted to the Eastern Extension 
Company in Australia as being likely to 
militate seriously against the financial 
_success of the Pacific Cable in which the 
| Imperial, the Canadian, and the Austra- 
lasian Governments are joint partners ; 
‘whether in view of these protests it 
would still be possible to revoke the con- 
-cessions and prevent any further compli- 
cations of a lke character ; and whether 
‘the Pacific Cable Board will soon be in a 
| position to announce a definite scheme. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: 1 have 
‘made inquiry by telegraph as to the 
‘agreement said to have been entered into 
with the Eastern Extension ‘Telegraph 
Company, but have not yet received any 
ireply ; and consequently [| am not ina 
position to make any statement on the 
subject. I understand that the Report 
‘of the Pacifie Cable Committee may he 
expected shortly. 


left for the China Station in 1897, has in | 


the course of her commission gone | 


through speed trials which, though of 
shorter relative duration, are of equal 
interest. In a run from Hong Kong to 
Manila in March, 1899, she steamed for 
twenty-seven hours a distance of 540 
knots, at an average speed of 20-2 knots 
an hour, and an indicated horse-power of 
19,600. Her coal consumption was 
2°6 lb. per indicated horse-power for all 
purposes. No defects were developed. 
In the previous year she had gone 


CEYLON LAND ORDINANCES. 
Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
|Secretary of State for the Colonies will 
| he explain why, in view of his alleged de- 
' cisiontoamendthe Waste Land Ordinances 

of Ceylon, theCeylonGovernment has been 
| permitted to go on dealing with thousands 
of acres of land under the old law; 
| whether the amending law will contain a 
_retrospective clause so as to include the 
‘extent of acres already noticed ; will 
| he explain on what grounds Mr Francis 
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de Silva Abeyawardene, the Muduliyar of 
the Welaboda Pathen of the Matora dis- 
trict, was summarily dismissed from office 
without being furnished with a copy of 


(uestions. 


the evidence against him; and was this | 


dismissal in accordance with the colonial 
rules and regulations. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : As regards 


the first two paragraphs of the hon. 


Member’s question, he isaware, from the | 


correspondence laid before Parliament last 
vear, that the Waste Lands Ordinances of 
1897 and 1889 are in operation in Ceylon, 
and that I have directed that the latter 
Ordinance is to be amended in certain re- 
spects. The amendments in question are 
not such as to render it necessary or even 
desirable to suspend action under these 
Ordinances. I have no reason to suppose 
that any action which may have been 
taken since the Ordinance of 1899 was 
brought into operation is contrary to the 
spirit or the letter of the amendments 
which I have directed to be made in the 
law: but I have asked the Governor of 
Ceylon fora report on this point. As 
regards the third and fourth paragraphs 
of the hon. Member’s question, Mr. Abey- 
awardene was dismissed from his post of 
Muduliyar because on the 14th February, 
1x98, he sent for a witness and en- 
deavoured to intimidate him by threats 
from giving evidence for the Crown in the 
matter of certain forged deeds relating to 
land, upon which he had already given 
evidence. The charges were communi- 
cated to Mr. Abeyawardene, and his de- 
fence fully considered. He did not, how- 
ever, ask for a copy of the evidence, nor 
did he bring forward any witnesses. The 
whole of the evidenge was sent to me, 
and I consider that it proves his 
guilt conclusively. The case was dealt 
with strictly in accordance with that 
clause of the colonial rules and regula- 
tions which deals with the dismissal of 
officials of his status. 


BOMBAY, AND MADRAS 
MILITARY FUND. 

Sirk SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central): 

I heg to ask the Secretary of State for 

India whether his attention 


BENGAL, 


Bombay, and Madras Military Fund who 


wish to reside and draw their pensions in | 


India are obliged by the Government to 
draw them at the old fixed rate of 2s. 3d. 


{1 Marcu 1900} 
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| to the rupee, thus being mulcted of nearly 





50 per cent. of the value of their pensions, 
whereas if pensions are drawn in England, 
Ceylon, or elsewhere they are paid at the 
official rate of exchange; whether he is 
aware that the effect of this anomaly is 
to prevent recipients of these pensions 
from joining their relatives in India who 
may be engaged in the Military or Civil 
Service ; and whether it can be arranged 
that such pensions shall be settled for in 
India at the official rate or may be drawn 
in London. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
faling): The pensions to which my 
hon. friend refers were fixed in rupees by 
the subscribers themselves, but payments 
to persons resident in this country or in 
the colonies are made, not at the official 
rate of exchange, but at a special rate of 
about 2s. 3d. the rupee, in accordance 
with a guarantee given in the Statute 29 
Viec., cap. 18. Naturally, this exceptional 
advantage ceases if a recipient of one of 
these pensions goes to reside in India ; 
but for the benefit of pensioners wishing 
to visit that country for a period not ex- 
ceeding one year, the Secretary of State, 
asa concession, allows their pensions to 
be accumulated during their absence, and 
the accumulations are paid to them on 
their return at the exceptional rate of ex- 
change above mentioned. It will be’seen 
that these arrangements give exception- 
ally favourable treatment to this class of 
pensioners at the expense of the revenues 
of India; and I am not prepared to ac- 
cept the suggestion in the last clause of 
my hon. friend’s question, which would 
have the effect of increasing the burden 
on those revenues. 


NORTH-WEST FRONTIER OF INDIA— 
CONTEMPLATED MILITARY OPERA- 
TIONS. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether, as reported, 
special military operations are contem- 
plated by the Government of India on 
the north-west frontier. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have no 
knowledge of the reports referred to 
| by the hon. Member, nor am I aware that 
any special military operations are con- 
‘templated by the Government of India 
| on the north-west frontier. 


has been | 
called to the fact that the widows and | 
orphans of subscribers to the Bengal, | 
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FAMINE -. LAND 
REMISSIONS. 


REVENUE 


Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banffshire) : , 


I beg toask the Secretary of State for 
India, with reference to the sums of Rx. 
1,520,000 and Rx. 2,130,C00, total remis- 
sions and suspensions of land revenue on 
account of famine in India in 1876-7 and 
1896-7 respectively, whether he will state 
what portions of these sums were subse- 
quently recovered from the landholders. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Of the re- 
missions of revenue, no portion was  sub- 
sequently recovered, Of the suspensions, 
a very large portion was afterwards con- 
verted into remissions, or, in other words, 
was never recovered : but I cannot state 
the exact amount. 


FAMINE RELIEF IN BERAR. 

Sin W. WEDDERBURN : T beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India, with 
reference to the Viceroy’s telegram of 
20th February, whether he will state 
what are the stricter 'regulations referred 
to as having diminished the number of 
persons on famine relief in Berar ; and 
whether he will state what is the average 
daily wage paid to men, women, and 
children employed on relief works, with 
its equivalent in sterling. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : In accordance 
with the recommendation of the Famine 
Commission, relief work is now given 
only to such persons as are willing to do 
a full day’s work “in return fora wage 
sufficient for the purpose of maintenance, 
but not more.” This test, which is known 
as the “labour test,” was not applied in 
Berar during the earliest stages of the 
famine. But it is now known that the 
numbers on relief work in that province 
have not been diminished, as was  sup- 
posed, but have increased from 243,000 
on the 22nd January to 308,000 on the 
24th February. The average daily wage 
cannot be stated in sterling, being based 
upon the current price of food in the 
district in question, and varying accord- 
ingly from week to week. The wage 
for an adult is the money equivalent 
of from I$ lb. to 251b. of grain per 
diem. 


TELEGRAPHIC RATES TO INDIA. 
Sir W. WEDDERBURN: I beg to 


{COMMONS} 


ask the Secretary of State for India | 


whether his attention has been drawn to 
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the minutes of dissent recorded by the 
Maharaja of Darbhanga and the Hon. 
Mr. Mehta on the Telegraphic Messages 
Bill, to the effect that, on account of the 
high telegraphic rates, the Bill will not, 
as desired, produce a first rate telegraphic 
service for India, but will create a 
monopoly in favour of a few daily news- 
papers ; and whether he will use his in- 
fluence to obtain a reduction in the tele- 
graphic rates to India. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have read 
the minutes referred to, but their con- 
tents seemed to me to he far fetched, 
though I admit, and am pressing, the 
advisability of a reduction of the tele- 
graphic rates to India. 


Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, considering that a reduction in 
the rates of telegraphic communication 
between England and India has for many 
years past been urged by the chambers 
of commerce and others interested in com- 
mercial relations between the two coun- 
tries, he will endeavour to bring about 
the desired result at as early a date as 
possible. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : The subject of 
a reduction of the telegraphic tariff he- 
tween Europe and India has engaged for 
some time past my attention with a view 
to bringing about a reduction of rates. 


INDIAN TROOPS IN BRITISH EAST 
AFRICA. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, FE.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India. whether the Indian Government 
has now been repaid in full by the Home 
Government the expenses connected with 
the despatch and maintenance of the 
Indian troops sent to British East Africa 
and Uganda in 1896 and 1897 ; what has 
been the cause of the delay in the settle- 
ment of these accounts ; and whether he 
will lay upon the Table the correspon- 
dence that has passed between the 
Governments and Departments on the 
subject. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Govern- 
/ment of India has been repaid all charges 
in connection with the despatch and 
maintenance of the Indian troops sent to 
British East Africa and Uganda to the 
end of September, 1898 ; and the accounts 
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of the quarter to the end of December, | chaplains of the Church of Scotland from 
1898, the latest date to which they have | exercising any ministerial functions in 
heen received from India, are now under | consecrated churches |, 

examination at the Foreign Office. There meties:. oe 
has heen no delay in the settlement of Lorp G. HAMILTON : If a chaplain 
the accounts in England. The corre- | of the Church of Scotland wants to make 
pondence is a mass of detail, consisting of | a ” a ate reset herpes to 
the transmission of twelve quarterly | = Zhurch of England a 
accounts, and the questions arising the Bishop's authority. I fail to see that 
thereon. It would be of no public that is exercising jurisdiction over him. 


interest. | 
RUSSIAN LOAN TO PERSIA. 
INDIAN NATIVE TROOPS IN Mr. HEDDERWICK 3 (Wick Burghs) : 
MAURITIUS, Ke. I heg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask the | for Foreign Affairs whether the new 
Secretary of State for India what is the | Russian Joan to Persia supplants the 
oe e . . tic ‘ . rhe ay Tr ajesty’s 
number of native troops now serving in British loan; whether Her Majesty's 
hte . . . ‘ “ar ; . 

Mauritius and elsewhere outside of India, Goverifment had the option from the 
and does the Imperial Government in all Bank of Persia of guaranteeing the new 
cases hear the entire charge of all the loan before it was taken up by Russia ; 
troops so serving. and whether Her Majesty's Government 


declined to guarantee it. 
Lorp G. HAMILTON: Two native | 
infantry regiments are now serving in *Mr. BRODRICK : It is understood 
Mauritius, one in Ceylon and one in. that a portion of the new Persian loan is 
Singapore, and there ‘are small detach- to be applied to paying off any existing 
ments in Uganda, Central Africa, and the | foreign loans, and presumably it is in- 
Niger Protectorate. I do not include tended that what is called the Régie 
among these the Hong Kong regiment Loan, issued by the Imperial Bank of 
and the companies of Indian native Persia, should be so paid off. No pro- 
artillery serving at Hong Kong, Singa- posals have been made to Her Majesty's 
pore, Mauritius, and Ceylon, which were Government for a loan to Persia which 
raised and are maintained for Imperial | they felt themselves able to accept, and 
purposes. I am unable to state the exact | the arrangement for the present loan was 
numbers of these forees. In all these concluded without any offer being made 
cases the Imperial Government, or the them. 
Administration under which the troops 
are serving, hears the entire charge. BRITISH CONSULATES AT TIFLIS 
AND BAKU. 
BISHOP OF CALCUTTA AND SCOTTISH Mr. COHEN : I beg to ask the Under 
PRESBYTERIAN CHAPLAINS. Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
Sm MARK STEWART (Kirkcud- whether Her Majesty’s Government is 
brightshire): Ibegto ask the Secretary | *¥#re if there would be any objection by 
of State for India whether, seeing that the Russian Government to the re-estab- 
Clause 51, Chapter 155, of the Act of | lishment of the British Consulate at Tiflis, 
George III. has not been repealed, he can and to the creation of a Consulate at 
state by what authority is the Bishop of Baku ; and, if there be no such objection, 
Calcutta justified in exercising a jurisdic- whether it is intended to re-establish the 
tion over the chaplains of the Church of | "St and to create the second. 
Scotland in India. | *Mr. BRODRICK : IT have already 
Lorp G. HAMILTON: IT am at a_ Stated that the Russian Government have 
loss to understand the question of my heen informed that it was understood 
hon. friend. I am not aware that the | they would be ready to agree to the re- 
Bishop of Calcutta exercises or claims to | establishment of a Consulate at Tiflis in 
exercise any jurisdiction over chaplains of | exchange for the . en S 2 
the Church of Scotland in India | Russian Consul at Bombay, but that no 
; formal notification has yet been received 
Sin M. STEWART: Is it not a fact | of an appointment to the latter post. No 
that the Bishop of Caleutta prohibits | communications have taken place with 
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regard to the establishment of a Consu-| informed by the American Ambassador 
late at Baku. It has not as yet been|of the desire of the United States 
decided whether the appointment of | Government to obtain from Powers in- 
Consular Officers to reside at Tiflis or | terested in China a declaration as to their 
Baku is required. | intentions in regard to the treatment of 
| foreign trade and interests therein, with a 
| view to securing equality of treatment for 
all commerce irrespective of nationality. 
|The proposal was accepted by Her 


MOROCCO—REPORTED FRENCH 
OCCUPATION OF TAFILET. 





Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Foreign Office have 
any information hearing upon the report 
that Tafilet, in Morocco, has been oceu- 
pied by French troops. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir. We have 


no information. 


SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR — REPORT- 
ED BRITISH SALE OF AMMONITION 
TO SPAIN IN 1898. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he is 
aware that Sehor NSilvela stated recently 
in the Spanish Senate that before the war 
with the United States in 1898 the 
British Government had consented to let 
Spain have 8,500 shells which had been 
manufactured at the Maxim factory in 
Plancia, Biscay: and, if so, can the 
Government offer any explanation. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I answered this 
question three days ago,* and I have 
nothing to add to what I then said. 


CHINA — AMERICAN AND_ BRITISH | 
INTERESTS — ASSURANCES FROM | 
EUROPEAN POWERS. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): I beg to ask the | 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 
Affairs whether the United States Govern- | 
ment have received formal written assur- | 
ances from England, France, Russia, Ger- | 
many, Japan, and Italy that the United | 
States treaty rights with China shall re- | 
main secure in Chinese territory acquired 
or to be acquired by foreign nations ; and, | 
if so, whether the terms of these assur- | 
ances are reciprocal, and whether they | 
secure these rights equally for British | 
trade ; and whether and when a copy of 
the assurances thus exchanged will be 
laid upon the Table. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: In September last 
Her Majesty’s Government were officially 


* See page 1,093 of this volume. 


Majesty’s Government subject to similar 
assent being given by the other powers 


| concerned. The replies received by the 


United States from other Powers have 
not yet been communicated to Her 
Majesty’s Government. Papers will be 
laid when the matter is concluded. 
SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION 
ACT, 1899. 
Mr. HAZELL (Leicester) : 


l beg to 


iask the President of the Local Govern- 


ment Board whether any applications 
have so far been made: by local authorities 
toithe Public Works Loan Commissioners 
for loans under the Small Dwellings 
Acquisition Act, 1899; and if so, how 
many and from what authorities ; and 
whether he can give any information as 
to the number of cases in which local 
authorities have made advances to per 
sons under this Act up to the present. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Cuap- 
LIN, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I under- 
stand that the Public Works Loar 
Commissioners have not at present. re- 
ceived any applications for loans under 
the Act referred to. The Local Govern- 
ment Board have no information as to the 
number of cases in which local authorities 
have made advances under the Act. 
Their jurisdiction, however, only extends 
to England and Wales. 

Mr. HAZELL: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman be willing to give the local 
authorities notice of the benefits to be 
derived under this Act ? 

Mr. CHAPLIN: I think they have 
had notice already. 


HULL SMALLPOX EPIDEMIC. 
Mr. LEES KNOWLES (on behalf of 
the hon. Member for the Knutsford 


| Division of Cheshire): I beg to ask the 


President of the Local Government Board 
whether his attention has been called to 
‘two cases of smallpox in London which 
_have been distinctly traced to neglect of 
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due precautions by the authorities at 
Hull; and what steps he intends to take | 
in the matter to prevent similar cases of 
outbreak of smallpox. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I have made inquiry 
with regard to this matter. It appears 
that the two men from whom the cases 
referred to are thought to have derived 
the infection were employed by a con- 
tractor in erecting additional buildings at 
the smallpox hospital at Hull. I am 
informed that it was desired by the Hull 
authorities that the men employed should 
he re-vaccinated before entering on this 
work. It was also arranged that the 
men should not be required to work 
within 60 feet of any building in 
which there were smallpox patients, but 
there is some conflict of testimony as to 
whether this arrangement was strictly 
observed. The only effective precaution 
that can be taken in cases of this kind is 
re-vaccination, and in the present instance 
gratuitous re-vaccination was offered to 
the men, but unfortunately they declined 
to accept the offer. 


(uestions, 


{] Marcu 1900} 
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‘friends have for two sessions prevented 


a Bill introduced by my predecessor from 
becoming law, it is not my intention to 


' reintroduce the Bill. 


Sm WILFRID LAWSON: Arising out 
of the answer, may I ask whether it is 
intended to go on selling and serving 
drink without any legal power ? 


[No answer was given. | 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE 
REGULATIONS. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): [ 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he is now prepared 
to frame regulations for the purpose of 
meeting the case of small farmers and 
others who may require, as a matter of 
urgency, to send a cow to a neighbouring 
farm and hack for stock purposes. 


The following questions also appeared 
on the Paper— 

Mr. STEVENSON : To ask the Presi- 
den nt of f the Board of Agriculture whether 


ella ta mala anw further madi- 
ERRATUM. 
China 
American and British Interests, Assurance 
from European Powers 
W. Mr. J. Walton ; 4. Mr. Brodrick, 
Mar, 1, 1481. 
country be threatened with invasion. a 
Mr. CHAPLIN: I can quite Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 
sympathise with the object of my! To ask the President of the Board 
hon. friend, but I doubt if his proposal of Agriculture whether, in consideration 


would accomplish the purpose which | 
suppose he has in view. Moreover, I am 
advised that any addition to the census 
schedules would increase the danger of 
inaccuracy and involve delay, and I am 
afraid I cannot accede to his suggestion. 


LICENSING EXEMPTION (HOUSES OF 
PARLIAMENT) BILL. 

Sm WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): I beg to ask the 
hon. Member for Hammersmith, as | 
Chairman of the Kitchen Committee, | | 
whether he intends to introduce a Bill | 
this session for legalising the sale of drink | 
in the House and its pr ecincts. 


GOLDSWORTHY (Ham- | 


As the hon. Member and his | 


GENERAL 
mersmith) : 





of the loss arising to the farmers of Nor- 
folk and Suffolk through their inability to 
sell their fat cattle, and in the absence of 
any fresh outbreaks of foot and mouth 
disease in the scheduled district, he is 
able to remove or greatly relax the 
present restrictive orders. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liverpool, 


‘West Derby): In reply to the questions 


on this subject which the hon. Member 
jand the hon. Member for Mid Norfolk 
have placed upon the Paper, I would say 
that the possibility of further modifying 
| the existing restrictions in the directions 


suggested is being kept under considera-~ 


tion, but Iam not able at the moment to 


/ announce any further measure of relief. 
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regard to the establishment of a Consu- | 
late at Baku. It has not as yet been | 
decided whether the appointment of 
Consular Officers to reside at Tiflis or 
Baku is required. 


MOROCCO—REPORTED FRENCH 
OCCUPATION OF TAFILET. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 
Affairs whether the Foreign Office have 
any information bearing upon the report 
that Tafilet, in Moroceo, has been oceu- 
pied by French troops. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : 


no information. 


No, Sir. We have | 


SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR — REPORT- ! 
ED BRITISH SALE OF AMMUNITION 
TO SPAIN IN 1898. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he is 
aware that Senor Silvela stated recently 
in the Spanish Senate that before the war 
with the United States in 1898 the 
British Government had consented to let 
Spain have 8,500 shells which had been 
manufactnred «+ + 77 


sean ay BROOM | 
wunvrhbAN POWERS. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): I beg to ask the | 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the United States Govern- | 
ment have received formal written assur- | 
ances from England, France, Russia, Ger- | 
many, Japan, and Italy that the United | 
States treaty rights with China shall re- | 
main secure in Chinese territory acquired | 
or to be acquired by foreign nations ; and, | 
if so, whether the terms of these assur- | 
ances are reciprocal, and whether they | 
secure these rights equally for British | 
trade ; and whether and when a copy of | 
the assurances thus exchanged will be | 
laid upon the Table. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: In September last 
Her Majesty’s Government were officially 


* See page 1,093 of this volume. 
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informed by the American Ambassador 
of the desire of the United States 
Government to obtain from Powers in- 
terested in China a declaration as to their 
intentions in regard to the treatment of 
foreign trade and interests therein, with a 
view to securing equality of treatment for 


| all commerce irrespective of nationality. 
|The proposal 


was accepted by Her 
Majesty’s Government subject to similar 
assent being given by the other powers 
concerned. The replies received by the 
United States from other Powers have 
not yet been communicated to Her 
Majesty’s Government. Papers will be 
laid when the matter is concluded. 


SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION 
ACT, 1899. 


Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I beg to 


iask the President of the Local Govern- 


ment Board whether any applications 
have so far been made: by local authorities 
to!the Public Works Loan Commissioners 
for loans under the Small Dwellings 
Acquisition Act, 1899; and if so, how 
many and from what authorities; and 
whether he can give any information as 
to the nim. + . 


oe eo avn suans under 
une Act referred to. The Local Govern- 
ment Board have no information as to the 
number of cases in which local authorities 
have made advances under the Act 
Their jurisdiction, however, only extends 
to England and Wales. 

Mr. HAZELL: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman be willing to give the local 
authorities notice of the benefits to be 
derived under this Act ? 

Mr. CHAPLIN: I think they have 
had notice already. 


HULL SMALLPOX EPIDEMIC. 
Mr. LEES KNOWLES (on behalf of 
the hon. Member for the Knutsford 


| Division of Cheshire): I beg to ask the 


President of the Local Government Board 
whether his attention has been called to 
two cases of smallpox in London which 


_have been distinctly traced to neglect of 
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due precautions by the authorities at 


Hull; and what steps he intends to take , 


in the matter to prevent similar cases of 
outbreak of smallpox. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I have made inquiry 
with regard to this matter. It appears 
that the two men from whom the cases 
referred to are thought to have derived 
the infection were employed by a con- 
tractor in erecting additional buildings at 
the smallpox hospital at Hull. I am 
informed that it was desired by the Hull 
authorities that the men employed should 
he re-vaccinated before entering on this 
work. It was also arranged that the 
men should not be required to work 
within 60 feet of any building in 
which there were smallpox patients, but 
there is some conflict of testimony as to 
whether this arrangement was strictly 
observed. The only effective precaution 
that can be taken in cases of this kind is 
re-vaccination, and in the present instance 
gratuitous re-vaccination was offered to 
the men, but unfortunately they declined 
to accept the offer. 


THE CENSUS—MILITARY STATISTICS. 
Min. LEES KNOWLES : I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether, when the census is taken, 
he will arrange that each householder is 
asked whether he has served in the Army, 
the Militia, or the Volunteers, and if he 
is willing to serve again should the 
country be threatened with invasion. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I. can quite 
sympathise with the object of my 
hon. friend, but I doubt if his proposal 
would accomplish the purpose which I 
suppose he has in view. Moreover, I am 
advised that any addition to the census 
schedules would increase the danger of 
inaccuracy and involve delay, and [ am 
afraid I cannot accede to his suggestion. 


LICENSING EXEMPTION (HOUSES OF 
PARLIAMENT) BILL. 


Sm =WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- | 
. — ' West Derby): In reply to the questions 


land, Cockermouth): I beg to ask the 
hon. Member for Hammersmith, 
Chairman of the Kitchen Committee, 
whether he intends to introduce a Bill 
this session for legalising the sale of drink 
in the House and its precincts. 


GENERAL 


{1 Marcu 1900} 


‘friends have for two sessions prevented 


as | 


GOLDSWORTHY (Ham- | 


mersmith): As the hon. Member and his announce any further measure of relief. 
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a Bill introduce| by my predecessor from 
becoming law, it is not my intention to 


' reintroduce the Bill. 


Sm WILFRID LAWSON: Arising out 
of the answer, may I ask whether it is 
intended to go on selling and _ serving 
drink without any legal power ? 


[No answer was given. | 


AND MOUTH DISEASE 

REGULATIONS. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): [ 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he is now prepared 
to frame regulations for the purpose of 
meeting the case of small farmers and 
others who may require, as a matter of 
urgency, to send a cow to a neighbouring 
farm and hack for stock purposes. 


FOOT 


The following questions also appeared 
on the Paper— 

Mr. STEVENSON : To ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture whether 
he is now able to make any further modi- 
fication with respect to the restrictions 
contained in the Order of the 22nd inst., 
with special reference to the wide dimen- 
sions of the scheduled area ; and whether 
he will exclude altogether from the opera- 
tion of the Order the petty sessional 
divisions which are farthest removed 
from the scene of the outbreak, and which 
have shown an immunity from disease. 


Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 
To ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether, in consideration 
of the loss arising to the farmers of Nor- 
folk and Suffolk through their inability to 
sell their fat cattle, and in the absence of 
any fresh outbreaks of foot and mouth 
disease in the scheduled district, he is 
able to remove or greatly relax the 
present restrictive orders. 


*TueE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liverpool, 


on this subject which the hon. Member 
and the hon. Member for Mid Norfolk 
have placed upon the Paper, I would say 
that the possibility of further modifying 


| the existing restrictions in the directions 


suggested is being kept under considera- 
tion, but Iam not able at the moment to 
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The position is, however, much more 
satisfactory than it was, and I am hope- 
ful that we may be able gradually to 
relax our Orders both in Bedfordshire and 
East Anglia with the knowledge that, 
notwithstanding the serious loss and in- 
convenience occasioned locally, they have 
prevented the disease from becoming 
epidemic through the country. 


Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether, as currently reported in Norfolk, 


{COMMONS} 





a second outbreak of foot and mouth 
disease took place on the farm at Fritton, | 
where the cattle first infected by the 
disease were not promptly slaughtered ? 


*Mr. LONG: No, Sir; we have no 
reason whatever to suppose that any | 
extension of foot and mouth disease has 
taken place in consequence of the decision 
that it would be safer to isolate and not | 
to slaughter the animals affected at 
Fritton. I may take this opportunity of 
saying that that decision was based, not, 
as has been suggested, on financial 
grounds, but upon purely practical and 
scientific considerations. 


OLDHAM COUNTY COURT. 
Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): [I beg to 


ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether his attention has been called to | 
the condition of the Oldham County 
Court, which is stated to have been the | 
cause of the recent death of the late 
Judge Edwin Jones ; whether he is 
aware that the external walls of the 
county court are built without cavities, | 
and that no damp resisting material 
was used above the ground line; that 
the contractor who built the court remon- 
strated against the defects ; and that the | 
local authority would not have passed | 
the plans had they had jurisdiction in 
the matter ; and whether, having regard 
to the danger to the health of those who | 
now have to use the court caused by the | 
present condition of the building, he will | 
cause inquiry to be made, and, if possible, 
some remedy to be applied. | 


| 





THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DouGras, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): | am not aware of any 
recent complaints of dampness in the 
structure of the Oldham County Court, 
and from what [ have been able to ascer- 
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tain there is no evidence that the late 
judge’s illness was due to such defects. 
[ am having inquiry made into the alle- 
gations with a view to any improvement 
that may be necessary. 


INDICATOR OF DEBATES FOR THE 
STRANGERS’ GALLERY. 

Sm BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich): I beg to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether provision 
can be made for an indicator to be placed 
in the Strangers’ Gallery, whereby visitors 
may know the name of the Member 
speaking, similar to the arrangement 
existing in the Library and other places 
within the House. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I will con- 


sider my hon. friend’s suggestion with the 


others which have been made to me for 


the introduction of further indicators of 
debates ; but I would remind him that 
the case is not quite analogous to that of 
the other instruments, and I think there 
may be strong objections. 


Sir BLUNDELL MAPLE: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman at the same time 
consider the advisability of allowing our 
friends in the Strangers’ Gallery to have 
copies of the Orders of the Day ! 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : That is not 
a matter for my consideration. 
CABLE COMMUNICATION BETWEEN 
THE CAPE AND AUSTRALIA. 
*Ssir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask Mr. 


Chancellor of the Exchequer if he can 


| state to the House whether the Eastern 


Telegraph Company has asked for any 


| aid from the Imperial Government in con- 
nection with its proposals to lay a direct 


cable between the Cape and Australia, 
now accepted hy the Governments of New 
South Wales, Victoria, South Australia, 
Western Australia, and Tasmania ; and, 
if so, whether he can state to the House 
the general nature of any such request. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks BEAcH, 
Bristol, W.) : No application for a subsidy 
has reached the Treasury in connection 
with the present proposals, and, so far as 
I know, no subsidy is asked for 
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JOINT STOCK COMPANY SHARE 
TRANSFERS. 

Mr. MARKS (Tower Hamlets, St. 
George’s): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 


7 


the Exchequer whether, under the pro- , 


visions of the Stamp Act, 1891, a joint 
stock company distributing shares to its 
members by way of dividend or bonus is 
required to stamp each transfer with tht 
fixed duty of 10s. as on a transfer of 
marketable securities other than on sale 
or mortgage, irrespective of the market 
or par value of the shares transferred to 
each member. 


Str M. HICKS BEACH: Yes, Sir. 


VOLUNTARY SUBSCRIPTION TO 
CHURCH SCHOOLS. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether there has 
heen any falling off in voluntary subscrip- 
tions to Church schools in England during 
the last twelve months. 

THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity): During the statistical year 
ending August 31st, 1899, the voluntary 
subscriptions to Church of England 
schools increased by £16,673, as com- 
pared with the amount in the previous 
statistical vear. 


ORGANISATION OF SECONDARY 
EDUCATION. 

Si »=MICHAEL FOSTER (London 
University): I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether in the impending 
organisation of secondary education, and 
more particularly in the appointment of a 
secretary, due regard will be had, apart 
from any special provision for techno- 
logical training, to the importance of 
securing adequate recognition of scientific 
teaching in secondary schools. 


Sim J. GORST: Yes; the Govern- 
ment is fully alive to the importance of 
scientific teaching in secondary schools ; 
and will take care that nothing is done in 
the organisation of the Board of Educa- 
tion to impede its efficiency and progress. 


SOUTH KENSINGTON MUSEUM— 


PURCHASE OF OBJECTS OF ART. 
Sir HENRY HOWORTH: I beg to | 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
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of Council on Edueation if he will 


' describe the process of purchasing objects 


for the South Kensington Museum, and 
define the responsibilities of the Director 
to the Committee of Council ; and whether: 
the responsibility for the purchase of 
objects is shared by any other official 
except the Director of the Art Museum 
and the President and Vice-President of 
the Council. 


Siz JOHN GORST: Objects are pur 
chased for the Victoria and Albert 
Museum on the initiative of the Directors 
of the Art and Science branches respec- 
tively. Their recommendations are sup- 
ported, where they think it desirable, by 


expert opinion ; and before sanctioning 


the purchase expert advice is called in by 


‘the Committee of Council in eases where 


they desire it. The responsibility for the 
purchase rests with the Committee of 
Council alone. The Director is only 
responsible to them for the advice he 


gives. 


PARISH CHURCHYARDS—AUTHORITY 
OVER MONUMENTS, ETC. 

Mr. HAZELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that the Rey. 
S. Turner, Rector of Coveney, Cambridge- 
shire, objected to the erection of a monu- 
ment in the churchyard of that parish 
over the grave of Mrs. Chambers on the 
grounds that it was in the form of an 
obelisk, which was of heathen origin, and 
that it had, as part of the inscription, the 
words “ Peace! Perfect peace!” instead 
of a passage from the Scriptures, or the 
Liturgy, which alone he could allow = 
whether he is aware that, on the removal 
of the monument by the rector, he was 
sued for damages by the deceased’s hus- 
band in the county court at Ely, when 
the judge decided that the erection of an 
obelisk was not illegal, and that the 
monument might be re-erected ; and 
whether steps will be taken to prevent 
such exercise of authority by incumbents 
as the custodians of parochial burial 
places. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 


| Wuite Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 


I understand that the facts are stated 
with substantial accuracy in the first 
paragraph of the question, but that no. 
such legal decision as that indicated in 
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the second paragraph has been given. I 
am not aware of any steps which it is 
possible for me to take in such a matter ; 
but I may point out that the exercise of 
an incumbent’s authority in such cases is, 
as I am advised, subject to the jurisdic- 
tion of the ordinary and of the Eccle- 
siastical and Civil Courts. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE—PENSIONS 
OF EX-SOLDIERS. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): | 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 


Home Department whether, seeing that 
whether the services of the county magis- 


ex-postmen and ex-warders in the Metro- 
politan Police Force are allowed to count 
their previous service to the State towards 
pension, he will consider the advisability 
of placing upon the same footing ex- 
soldiers who have completed their twelve 
years with the colours, more especially as 
these men are few in number and scarcely 
available for promotion owing to age. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The sug- 
gestion of the hon. and gallant Member 
could not be carried out without legisla- 
tion, as my right hon. friend the Under 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment stated in answer to a similar ques- 
tion last April ; and I do not see my way 
to initiating such legislation. 


LONDON CAB RADIUS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether any alteration 
is to be made in the London cab radius ; 
and, if so, could he state the extent of the 
change. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg at 
the same time to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he has received representations from 
Islington, Hammersmith, and other 
vestries in the metropolis requesting that 
the London cab radius should be extended, 
as recommended by the Departmental 
Committee of 1895; and, if so, whether 
he can see his way to carry out these 
recommendations. 


*Sm M. WHITE RIDLEY: In answer 
to these questions I have to say that 
representations have been received by me 
from four of the metropolitan vestries 
(but not from Islington), requesting an 
extension of the cab radius, but that I do 
not see my way to make any such altera- 
tion at present. 
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METROPOLITAN POLICE 
MAGISTRATES. 

CapTaAIn JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.): [ 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether, in view of 
| the inconvenience caused to the public by 
, the simultaneous absence through illness 
_of three of the metropolitan police magis- 
trates in December last, he intends to 
introduce legislation to amend the law 
relating to the appointment of deputies ; 
whether, in view of the increasing work 
of the police courts, he can see his way 
to appoint additional magistrates ; and 


trates could be utilised in trying School 
Board and vaccination cases. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: This whole 

subject has recently been carefully con- 
sidered by a Departmental Committee, 
but I am unable to say what measures 
will eventually be adopted for dealing 
with it. 


MATCH RULES. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether an arbitration on 
the new Match Rules will take place on 
the 2nd, 3rd and 5th of the month ; and 
whether it would be possible to suspend 
the arbitration and adopt the new proce- 
dure to be introduced hy the Factory and 
Workshops Bill, of which notice has been 
given. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: Yes, Sir. 
The dates given are those fixed for the 
arbitration in London. As regards the 
second paragraph, the rules under arbi- 
tration are the outcome of action which 
the Home Office has been taking for 
many months, and it would be most 
undesirable to postpone a settlement until 
a new Factory Act has come into force, 
and then to commence proceedings de nor. 


RETURN OF LUNATIC ASYLUMS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether there is any objec- 
tion to give the Return of Lunatic 
Asylums asked for by the hon. Member 
for East Wicklow, which appears on the 
Notice Paper this day. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: My main 
objection to granting this Return is that 
I cannot myself see, and have not been 

_able to ascertain from the hon. Member 
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who asks for 
the Return is expected to serve. 
costly one to prepare, and seems to con- 
tain little of value which cannot be got 
from the annual Reports of the Lunacy 
Commissioners. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Is it not a 
continuation of a Return more than once 
granted 1 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: Yes, and 
it is from looking at the Return that | 
have formed the conclusion that its value | 
is not proportionate to the expense it | 
involves. I shall be glad, however, to 
see the hon. Member who asks for it, on 
the subject. 


(Juestions. 


LEAD POISONING IN THE POTTERIES— 
MESSRS. DOULTON. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he has yet 
received a Report from the Chief Inspec- 
tor of Factories on the circumstances in 
connection with the proceedings against 
Messrs. Doulton ; 
he has taken to secure compliance with 
the special rules as by law established. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have re- 
ceived the Chief Inspector’s Report on this 
case. He has caused Messrs. Doulton to 
he warned that they must provide with- 
out delay the washing accommodation re- 


quired by the special rules in force in their | 


works. If they fail to do so, further 


legal proceedings will be taken. 
COMMUNICATION ON PASSENGER 
TRAINS. 

SirnJOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, North- 
wich) : I beg to ask the t’resident of the 
Board of Trade whether the railway com- 
panies are about to introduce, or have 
introduced, a means of communication 
hetween passenger and guard and driver 
which depends for its successful action 
upon a partial application of the automa- | 
tic brake ; and, if so, whether the intro- | 


duction of this means of communication | 
is supported by the technical officers of | 


his Department and by the engineering 
officers of the railway companies or the 
Railway Association. 

THE PRESIDENT oF Tor BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. 
I would refer the hon. 


correspondence upon this subject recently 
The 


presented to Parliament (Cd. 71). 


{1 Marcu 1900} 


it, what useful purpose | 
It is a} 


and, if so, what action | 


RitcHi£, Croydon): | 
Member to the 
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introduction of the means of communica- 
tion is supported by the technical officers 
of the Board of Trade and by the 
responsible managers of most the large 
companies. 


DELAYS ON THE UNDERGROUND 
AY. 


RAILW2 
Mr. MASSEY-MAINWARING (Fins- 
bury, Central): I beg to ask the 


President of the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been drawn to the 
delay on the Underground Railway on 
Monday night, the 19th instant, owing to 
a breakdown, and to a passenger's state- 
ment that he had elicited from the officials 
at a station that they are habitually kept 
in ignorance of the facts when such 
incidents occur; and whether the Board 
of Trade has power to compel railway 
companies to post up at stations notice of 
probable delay beyond a reasonable time, 
and so afford passengers the opportunity 
of reaching their destination by other 

routes. 

Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir ; the Board of 
Trade cannot compel the companies to 
post up such notices, and I doubt whether 

' the suggestion is of much practical value. 
The manager of the Metropolitan District 
has addressed a letter to the Board deal- 

ing fully with the subject of the question, 
and I shall be happy to supply the hon. 
Member with a copy if desired. 


WORKMEN’S SHELTERS. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
beg to ask the President of the Board fe 
‘Trade whether he has received a copy of 
'a resolution passed by the Dublin Trades 


Council, requesting city builders and 
‘contractors to provide shelters where 


workmen can retire from rain and cook 
their food, and also requesting municipal 
councils and other public bodies to have a 
clause inserted in all future contracts pro- 
| viding such shelters ; and whether the 
Board of Trade will take any steps to 
'forward this movement by its influence 
| and legislation. 

Mr. RITCHIE: The matter referred 
‘to by the hon. Member does not come 
within the scope of the powers of the 
Board of Trade. 


| MERCANTILE MARINE AND ROYAL 
NAVAL RESERVE — ENCOURAGE- 
MENT OF BOY RECRUITING. 
Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the Presi- 
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dent of the Board of Trade whether, 
secing that the scheme to encourage the 
entrance of British boys into the Mercan- 
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time, an arrangement which, it is stated, 
has been attended with satisfactory 
‘results. 


tile Marine and Royal Naval Reserve by | 


the offer of a partial rebate of light dues | 


to shipowners carrying such boys has 
failed to meet with a satisfactory response, 


he would appoint a Departmental or | 


other Committee to consider, in consulta- 


tion with shipowners and others con- | 
cerned, the best mode of applying the 
sum which the Government is willing to | 


grant in furtherance of these national 
objects. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The scheme has only 
heen in operation a short time, and until 
it has had a longer trial it is not possible 
to form any opinion as to its ultimate 
result. As the advantages of the scheme 
become more generally known I trust 
that more boys will be employed. The 
Act provides for the continuance of the 
scheme until 3lst March, 19C5, and it 
would be premature at present to interfere 
in any way with its operation. 


WATERLOO AND CITY RAILWAY. 

Mr. KESWICK (Surrey, Epsom): I 
leg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether the attention of the Board 
has been called to the management of the 
Waterloo and City Railway, the accom- 
modation provided, and the regulations 
made for the conveyance of passengers 
from Waterloo to the City, particularly 
between the hours of 9 a.m. and 10.30 
am.: if so, whether the Board have taken, 
or intend to take, any, and what, steps, 
to secure better management and accom- 
modation ; if not, whether he will in- 
struct the proper officer to visit the 
station at Waterloo on several mornings, 
in order that he may report to the Board 
on such management and accommodation, 
and that the Board may make regulations 
for improvement therein, 


Mr. RITCHIE: The Board of Trade 
are not ina position to interfere in sucha 
matter relating to the management of a 
railway. They understand, however, 
from the manager of the London and 
South-Western Railway that the number 
of trains run from Waterloo to the City is 
as great as can be run with safety, and 
that in consequence of complaints of over- 
crowding steps have been taken by the 
company to regulate the number of per- 


sons to be admitted to the platform at one 


P. AND O. STEAMERS—ACCOMMOD.A- 
TION FOR ASIATICS., 

*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles 
brough): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he can state 
the number of Asiatic or other native able 
seamen, and the number of <Asiatics or 
natives engaged in the stokehold and 
engineroom of Peninsular and Oriental 
steamships “ Arcadia,” “ Carthage,” and 
“China,” respectively ; also the number 
of places provided for the accommodation 
and appropriated for the use of such 
‘persons ; and the cubical space and the 
number of superficial feet measured on 
the deck or floor provided for each person 
in each of these ships. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The number of Asia- 
tics engaged on deck and in the stoke- 
hold of the “ Arcadia” is 123, the number 
of spaces allotted to their use is four and 
the aggregate superficial area works out 
to mine anda half square feet per man, 
while the cubic capacity is seventy-six 
cubic feet per man. The men, however, 
are so distributed throughout the spaces 
as in some cases to give them less and in 
others more than the space required by 
the Act. In the case of the “ China ” 
there are 129 Asiatics with two spaces 
allotted to them, in each of which rather 
over the floor area per man required hy 
the Imperial Act is provided, and the 
cubic capacity per man is ninety-two and 
ninety-four feet per man, as against the 
seventy-two feet provided hy the statute. 
The “Carthage “is abroad, and [am not 
in possession of the particulars asked for 
in the question. 


WELSHPOOL TELEGRAPHIC 
ARRANGEMENTS. 

CoLONEL PRYCE-JONES = (Mont 
gomery Boroughs): [ beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent 
ing the Postmaster General, how soon 
effect will be given to the report of the 
inquiry regarding the telegraphic arrange- 
ments at Welshpool and adjoining 
districts. 

Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General regrets that owing to an over 
sight a reply has not been sent to a letter: 
which the hon. Member addressed to. him 
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on this subject. The amount of business 


at Welshpool and in the adjoining districts | 


is not sufficient to justify a direct wire to 
any of the great centres of trade; but it 
seems possible that by some re-arrange- 
ment of the wires in the neighbourhood 


an improvement in the service can be | 


secured, and the Postmaster General will 


endeavour to have this carried out as ' 


soon as possible, 


POST OFFICE EXPENDITURE ON 
TELEPHONES. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
what progress has been made by the Post 
Ottice Department with the expenditure 
of the two millions of money voted for 
telephone purposes last session ; when the 
Post Office will be able to supply the 
public with telephonic communication ; 
whether he will state the terms on which 
the Post Office propose to give the public 
such communication; and whether the 
telephones of the Post Office will be 
placed in communication with those of the 
National Telephone Company. 


Mr. HANBURY: Large contracts 
have already been made, and others will 
very shortly be concluded, for plant and 
underground wires involving an expendi- 
ture of about half a million pounds out of 
the one and a quarter million pounds which 
the London exchange will probably cost. 
Some delay has necessarily been caused 
by negotiation with the large number of 
vestries who, in the first instance, control 
the granting of wayleaves, but these 
having now given their consent the work 
will be carried on at once over the whole 
wf the large London area. The Post 
Office expect to afford telephonic commu- 
nication in nearly the whole of the City 
area, the Strand and Charing Cross 
district, the whole of Westminster, 
Chelsea, Belgravia, South Kensington and 
Kensington to Notting Hill, West Ken- 
sington, Brompton, Fulham, Wimbledon, 
Putney, Barnes, and Mortlake, Kew, 
Richmond, Twickenham, Kingston, Nor- 
hiton, and Surbiton, Hammersmith, Turn- 
ham Green, and Chiswick, by the end of 
the year. I will have a map placed in 
the Tea Room showing this large district, 
and also the general plan of the wires in 
the whole of the London area. In view 
of the competition with the National 
Telephone Company, it would be obviously 
unwise to disclose the rates to be charged 
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| until it is necessary to canvass for subscri- 
‘bers. There is no power to compel the 
| National Telephone Company to allow 
intercommunication between their ex- 
changes and that of the Post Office, but 
in view of the great importance of such 
intercommunication to the public, all 
reasonable steps will be taken to effect it, 
and the co-operation of the London 
County Council as the chief road authority 
may be of considerable assistance in 
bringing about that desirable result. 


MANCHESTER TOWN POSTMEN. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he has 
under consideration the awarding of good 
conduct stripes to a number of Manchester 
town postmen, who formerly held the 
positions of junior postmen, and who have 
had various interviews with the local 
postmaster, and sent a petition last Sep- 
tember to the Postmaster General on the 
subject ; and when will a decision be 
given and the stripes issued. 


Mr. HANBURY: The matter referred 
to is still under consideration, but the 
recommendations of the Tweedmouth 
Committee with regard to junior post- 
men have already been fully carried out, 
and there is little if any prospect of being 
able to comply with the desire of the men 
in question. 


JAMAICA FRUIT TRADE. 

Sir JOSEPH SAVORY (Westmore- 
land, Appleby): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury when the contract 
for the conveyance of fruit by a line of 
steamers from Jamaica will be laid upon 


the Table. 


Mr. HANBURY: The contract is not 
yet signed. It will probably be signed 
very shortly, and will then be laid before 
the House. 


QUEEN’S GATE POST OFFICE. 

Sir MICHAEL FOSTER: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as re- 
presenting the Postmaster Creneral, 
whether he has received a communication 
from the Royal Commissioners of the 
Exhibition of 1851 respecting the decision 
to place a post office on a site in Queen’s 
Gate on land conveyed by the Commis- 
sioners on 3lst March, 1890, to Her 
Majesty’s Office of Works, which was 


‘released from the stipulations of the con- 
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veyance of 1864 that the land comprised 
therein should be permanently used for 


the purposes of science and thearts, but was | 


at the same time subjected to the restric- 
tion that it should not be used for trade 
or business or in any manner which might 
become an annoyance to the estate of the 
Commissioners or any of their tenants ; 
and whether, a post office being a place 
used for trade or business, he will confer 
with the Royal Commissioners upon the 
subject. 


Mr. HANBURY : The Postmaster 
General has received no such communica- 
tion, but he understands that one has 
been addressed to the First Commissioner 
of Works. He will be. pleased to con- 
sider any representations which the Royal 
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| SCOTTISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
| ACCOUNT. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) ; | 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
| the Local Government Board has, under 
| Section 30 (7) of the Local Government 
(Scotland) Act, 1894, prescribed rules as 
to the publication of accounts ; and, if so, 
whether they enforce the publication of a 
list of paupers, the relief given to each, 
and the salaries of poor law officers. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Local Government Board have not pre- 
scribed rules under the section referred 
to. That section, however, deals only 
with parish trusts, and could not authorise 
rules requiring publication of the items 
| specified in the question. 


Commissioners may make to him as to | 


the new post office which it is proposed 
to erect at South Kensington. 


TRUNK TELEPHONE IN WEST CLARE. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether a trunk telephone between 
Limerick, Ennis, and West Clare can be 
established for the convenience of the 
inhabitants of those districts. 


Mr. HANBURY: The National Tele- 
phone Company have a small exchange 
at Ennis, and the Postmaster General is 
not prepared to provide a trunk circuit 
without guarantee. The small amount of 
business which might be expected would 
not justify him in doing so under other 
conditions. There is no telephone ex- 
change at any other place in West Clare. 


FORFARSHIRE SHERIFF CLERKSHIP. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
the gentleman recently appointed to the 


sheriff clerkship of Forfarshire holds the | 


appointments of clerk of the peace for 
Forfarshire and for the county of the 
city of Dundee ; and whether he will be 
required to resign the two latter offices, 
as was done under similar circumstances 
by his predecessor. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The 
answer to the first paragraph is in the 
affirmative ; to the second in the negative. 
It is quite usual for a sheriff clerk to hold 
the office of clerk of peace. 


NEW QUAY HARBOUR, COUNTY 
CLARE. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the harbour at New Quay, 
County Clare, is almost unserviceable 
owing to the strong tidal current between 
the mainland and Aughenish — Island, 
causing a deposit of rock and gravel ; and 
whether he will see that steps are taken 
to repair this harbour, in view of the in 
convenience caused by its present con- 
dition. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLrour): The secretary of the county 
council reports that that body at their 
meeting held on Tuesday last directed 
the county surveyor to expend a sum of 
£30, out of an available sum of £60, 
towards clearing the harbour at New 
Quay. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman give instrue- 
tions that more money shall be spent in 
the repair of this harbour ! 


Mr. ATKINSON : I have no power 
, to give such instructions to the county 
council, 


ATHBOY MEDICAL OFFICER. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
‘ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, as 
representing the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, will he 
explain on what grounds the Local 
/Government Board have ordered the 
Trim Board of Guardians against their 
| will to pay £2 2s. to the Athboy medical 
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officer’s substitute whilst that officer was | 
attending on subpeena at the February 
Quarter Sessions of Trim, as witness on a 
civil bill for damages for assault by the 
schoolmaster of Ballinor on a boy attend- 
ing school there ; and whether, as the case 
will be heard again on appeal, the rate- 
payers have to pay that medical officer’s 
substitute a second time if that officer has 
to attend on the appeal; and whether it 
is intended by the Government to allow 
the Local Government Board to continue 
to make the ratepayers chargeable with | 
medical attendance in cases in which they 
are not concerned, or to pay for the sub- 
stitutes of medical officers subpoenaed as 
witnesses. 

Mr. ATKINSON: The Local Govern- 
ment Board have been advised that a 
medical officer compelled by subpeena to | 
he absent from his district is temporarily 
incapacitated from performing his duties 
within the meaning of the Relief Act and 
Orders, and the board of guardians were 
hound, therefore, to make provision for 
the care of the sick poor during his 
absence by employing and paying a 
temporary substitute. If the dispensary 
medical officer is again compelled by 
subpeena to leave his district temporarily, 
it will be again necessary for the guardians 
to employ and pay a substitute to perform 
his duties. It is a matter of very rare 
occurrence for a board of guardians to 
have to incur expenses such as these. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): If 
the medical officer attends on a subpoena, 
does he not receive a fee for it 1 

Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, and in that 
case he would pay his substitute from his 
own pocket. 


IRISH LANGUAGE IN IRISH SCHOOLS. 
Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, 8.) : I beg to 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Board of Commissioners of 
National Education in Ireland have 
received a letter from the Gaelic League 
urging the desirability of conserving the 
Irish language in the schools in the 
interest of the poor people of Ireland, as 
is now done with the Welsh language in 
Wales with the approval of the Committee 
of Council on Education for Great Britain ; 
whether he will say what answer has 
been sent ; and if under the circumstances 
he will take the whole matter into favour- | 
able consideration. 
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Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BaL- 
FOUR): The Commissioners have received 
the letter referred to in the first para- 
graph. The matter is now under their 
consideration. They are the proper 
authorities to deal with it in connection 
with the revision and alteration of the 
school programme shortly to be carried 
out. 

NEWBLISS COURT-HOUSE. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ire- 
land whether he is aware that Clones 
Rural District Council No. 1 have passed 


‘a resolution condemning the practice of 


using the Newbliss court-house for party 
purposes ; and that the Monaghan County 
Council have adopted the resolution of 
the Clones Rural Council calling for a dis- 
continuance of the practice of holding 
periodical party meetings in the court- 
house, and hoisting party flags on the 
building: and what steps do the Irish 
Executive propose to take in the circum- 
stances. 

Mr. ATKINSON: Resolutions, I 
understand, have been passed to the effect 
stated in the first paragraph. The 


| practice of holding party meetings in and 


of displaying party flags from a_ building 
used as a courthouse in any part of Ireland 
is, in the view of the Government, most 
objectionable, and the magistrates con- 
cerned in this case who have already been 
communicated with in the matter concur 
in that opinion. Some doubt apparently 
exists in their mind as to their powers of 
control over the one room in the building 
which is used for the purposes of petty 
The Government will inquire 
further into the matter. 


KILKENNY LAND SUB-COMMISSION, 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he can explain why there has 
not been a sitting of the Land Sub-Com- 
mission in Kilkenny for three years to 
deal with a large number of cases listed 
for the fixing of rent; and whether he 
can say when the Commission will sit. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member 
has been misinformed. The last sitting 
of a Sub-Commission in Kilkenny was in 
April, 1899, and not three years ago, 
as stated. A Sub-Commission will hold 
another sitting there in the course of a 
few months. 
3F 2 
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Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: | beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, 
as representing the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, with 
reference to a letter addressed by the 
Irish Board of Works to the Limerick 
Harbour Board warning that hody not to 
incur any expense in connection with the 
opposition to the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Companies Amalgama- 
mation Bill now before Parliament with- 
out the consent of the Board of Works, 
whether he is aware that the promoters 
of the Amalgamation Bill have been cir- 
culating a report that the Board of Works 
is in favour of their Bill ; whether he is 
aware that the Limerick Corporation, 
Limerick Harbour Board, and all other 
representative bodies in Limerick City 
are representing the wishes of the citizens 
in opposing the proposed amalgamation ; 
whether he is aware that the Limerick 
Harbour Board is a solvent body fully 
able to meet its liabilities ; and whether 
he will see that no further action is taken 
in this matter by the Board of Works 
which might interfere in any way with 
the right of the Limerick Harbour Board 
to influence Parliament in opposition to a 
Bill now awaiting its consideration. 


Mr. ATKINSON: This is a question 
that should properly be addressed to my 
right hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Treasury. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I will put 
it down for Monday. 


TOBACCO CULTIVATION IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General what is the 
Act which prohibits the growing of 
tobacco in the United Kingdom, and 
whether, in the case of Ireland, a Bill for 
the repeal of such Aet would he supported 
by the Government. 


*THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RicHARD WepsTER, Isle of Wight): There 
are several Acts of Parliament affecting 
the question, but the one referred to by 
the hon. Member is probably 1 and 2 


William IV., chapter 13, which revived | 


the provisions of 12 Charles If. As to 
the last part of the hon. Member's ques- 
tion, I must refer him to my right hon. 
friend the Chief Secretary. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Perhaps 
the Attorney General for Ireland will be 
kind enough to tell me. 


[No answer was given. | 


SALISBURY PLAIN 
GROUND THE 
ESTATE. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury what was 
the nature and extent of the action which 
at the request of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer he, in conjunction with the 
First Lord of the Treasury, took to 
check the financial aspect of the 
question of the purchase of land by the 
War Office for manceuvres on Salisbury 
Plain including the estate of Netherayon : 
did such action extend to any examina- 
tion into the nominal or real rental of the 
property ; did it extend to the estimation 
of the value of the property as compared 
with the price to be paid ; did it extend 
to the nomination of one or both of the 
arbitrators, Mr. William Sturge, of 
Bristol, and Mr. Ehas P. Squarey, of 
Salisbury, who fixed the price of 
Netheravon ; and did it extend to any 
other properties besides Netheravon. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps I can 
best satisfy my hon. friend by stating the 
course pursued in the valuation and pur- 
chase of land by the War Office for 
mancuvres on Salisbury Plain, including 
the estate of Netheravon. — The selection 
of the land required was carried out by a 
Committee consisting of the Financial 
Secretary of the War Office, the Adjutant 
General, the Quartermaster General, aid 
the Inspector General of Fortifications. 
The Committee dealt with all proposals 
referring to the acquisition of land and 
any questions arising therefrom, assisted 
by Messrs. Rawlence and Squarey, of 
Salisbury, who were selected to carry out 
the various negotiations on account of 
their local knowledge and _ experience. 
The valuations were made in all cases by 
Messrs. Rawlence and Squarey, and 
wherever the Committee thought it 
desirable a separate valuation was made 
on behalf of the War Office by Mr. Elwell, 
their professional surveyor. The Com- 
mittee thought it desirable in the case of 
the Netheravon Estate, and Mr. Elwell 
valued it at £95,000. As regards this 
estate, it was considered, in view of 
22 Geo. III., ce. 45, and of the decided case 
of “ Royse v. Birley,” that if land belong- 
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ing toa Member of Parliament was taken 
by agreement a question might be raised 
as to whether the transaction were not 
within the prohibition of the statute. 
Accordingly it was decided by the Com- 
mittee that the purchase should — be 
effected under the Defence Act, 18142. 
which authorises compulsory acquisition 


of land-—a notice to treat under that Act - 


was served on Sir Michael Hicks Beach 
and the case proceeded to arbitration to 
determine the compensation to be paid. 
Of the two arbitrators, one, Mr. Squarey, 
was selected by the Secretary of State for 
War, the other, Mr. Sturge, by Sir 
Michael Hicks Beach, and an umpire, Mr. 
C. Oakley, was appointed by the arbitra- 
tors in usual course. No difference of 
opinion, however, arose between the 
arbitrators as to the terms of the pur- 
chase, and the umpire’s services were not 
required, The House will see that in 
these circumstances no question arose in 
which the intervention of the First Lord 
ov of the First Lord of the Admiralty was 
called for. 


USE OF NORMAN FRENCH _ IN 
PARLIAMENTARY CEREMONIAL. 
Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 

to ask the First Lord of the Treasury will 

he explain why the Royal Assent to Acts 


of Parliament is not given in the English 


language but in Norman French, a lan- 
guage which at this day is but imperfectly 
nderstood and by only a few of the 
people of this country. May I say that 
the question has been so altered since I 
presented it at the Table that the point I 
put in it is no longer identifiable by me. 
No doubt it has encountered one of those 
accidents which sometimes occur. But I 
will accept the question in the form in 
which it stands and ask leave to adda 
supplementary question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 

proposes, without appealing to me as to 
the alteration, to ask, in the form of a 
supplementary question, the part which 
was struck out, that is not the proper 
course to take. 


Mr. KIMBER: I do not intend to do 
that. I only wish to ask whether the 


First Lord of the Treasury is aware that | 
not only is the Royal Assent to Acts of | 
Parliament given in Norman French, but | 
that communications between the two | 
Houses are made in that language until | 


something unusual happens, when the 
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individuals charged with the duty of 
making them are found unequal to the 
task. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I should 
like to ask, for the information of the 
House, whether the Clerks at the Table 
have authority to alter questions without 
communicating with the Member con- 
cerned ! 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: May I ask 
whether, if the First Lord of the Treasury 
contemplates any change, he will substi- 
tute for Norman French the best lan- 
guage of all -namely, Irish ! 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The practice is that 
if a question is brought to the table 
which contains some matter or is put 


‘in a form which is not regular, the 


hon. Member concerned is, if possible, 
communicated with. Sometimes it is 
impossible to communicate with the 
hon. Member, and the change is one 
which the clerks at the table have every 
reason to believe he would give his assent 
to if it were shown to him. In these cir- 
cumstances they very often take upon 
themselves to assume that he would rather 
the correction was made at once than that 
his question should be postponed in order 
that it might be submitted to him. — But 
when the correction raises matter of 
importance they invariably, I think, 
submit it to him. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Would not 
the regular course, in that case, be to 
postpone the putting of the question until 
the Member has been communicated 
with ! 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I have already dealt 
with that point. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
the supplementary question put by my 
hon. friend behind me, I have to say that 
it is extremely probable that the amount 
of Norman French at the command of the 
officials of the House of Lords may not 
be equal to every emergency. As regards 
the question on the Paper, the fact that 
the Royal Assent is given in Norman 
French is surely a most interesting relic 
of antiquity, showing how far back our 
Parliamentary institutions go; and I feel 
convinced that, on reflection, my hon. 
friend himself would be the last person to 
desire to change it. 


Mr. KIMBER: May I ask whether 


the right hon. Gentleman is aware that 
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the use of Norman French was only re- 

introduced —after years of desuetude—in 

the worst days of the Stuarts, with other 

French customs from the Paris Court ? 
[No answer was returned. | 


CIVIL SERVICE—REPORTS OF OFFI- 
CIALS ON SUBORDINATES. 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether Her 
Majesty’s Government will extend to 
officers of all grades in the Civil Service 
similar regulations to those already in 
force in the Army, Navy, and Royal 
Marines, which require that an annual 
confidential report by superior ofticers 
upon a subordinate, which is of an adverse 
character and affects his fitness for his 
present position or for promotion to a 
higher one, shall be read verbatim to him 
by his superior officer ; and whether, in 
the interests of justice, the Lords of the 
Treasury will direct, by a minute, the 
heads of Departments to communicate to 
a subordinate the result of a report which 
is held to prejudice his chances of further 
advancement in the Civil Service ; and, if 
so, whether a copy of such minute of 
their Lordships will be laid upon the 
Table of the House at the same time that 
it is promulgated to Departments. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: An Order in 
Council of November, 1898, Section 20, 
provides that no annual increase of salary 
shall be allowed to a civil servant without 
a certificate from his immediate superior, 
countersigned by the head of his Depart- 
ment. If his immediate superior or the 
head of his Department declines to give a 
certificate, he is bound to state his reasons, 
anc the official affected is entitled to know 
the objection. 

Captain NORTON: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman agree that the course 
followed should be the same as that 
followed in the military service ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No; I think in 
substance the wishes of the hon. and 
gallant Member are fairly carried out, and 
I do not think it is necessary to modify 
the arrangement. 


THE COMPANIES BILL. 
Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether it is intended to take the Second 
Reading of the Companies Bill before 
Easter ; and, if so, when. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope an 
opportunity of reading this Bill a second 
time may be found before Easter, but I 
cannot, of course, promise it. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: Will notice be 
given of it? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : On behalf 
of the hon. Member for Waterford I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he can now fix a date for Committee of 
Supply on Civil Service Estimates ; and 
whether, for the convenience of a number 
of Members, he can say that the date will 
not be before the 21st of March. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot give any date for moving the 
Speaker out of the chair on the Civil 
Service Estimates. But I think I may 
indicate, at all events, the extreme 
probability that we shall have to get the 
Votes for the Navy and the Army before 
we ask the House to move the Speaker 
out of the chair. I have promised to 
give a week's notice of the date on which 
we shall do that. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Can the First 
Lord of the Treasury state whether 
the Navy Estimates will be resumed to- 
morrow, and what the business will be on 
Monday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will put off till to- 
morrow any question about next week. 
With regard to to-morrow, I hope we 
shall finish Vote 1 to-day. I see no 
reason to doubt that. In that case we 
shall put down Supplementary Estimates 
first to-morrow, and Vote 10 second. 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): Will the Army Estimates be taken 
next week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Very likely. 


NEW BILLS. 


CHARITABLE LOANS (LRELAND). 
Motion made, and Question proposed- 
“That leave be given to introduce a Bill 
to amend the Charitable Loan Societies 
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Electoral Disabilities 


(Ireland) Act, 1843.” (The Attorney 
(reneral for Ireland.) 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): This Bill 
is in danger of becoming a hardy annual. 
It has been introduced now for two 
successive years, but the Government 
have made no effort to pass it into law. 
If the Bill were so drawn that it would 
do what is claimed for it, it would pro- 
hably pass without any discussion what- 
ever. A great many Members from the 
North of Ireland are deeply interested 
in this Bill, and I think we are entitled 
to ask for some statement of the policy 
the Government intend to pursue in the 
present session. Is the Bill to be again 
introduced, hung up, put off from day to 
day, and no attempt made to carry it 
through 1 There exists no desire to 
obstruct the Bill. It has been intro- 
dueed to meet a most scandalous state of 
things, which has arisen entirely from the 
gross neglect by the Government of Ire- 
land of their own business. These loan 
societies are not private ventures ; they 
ave societies instituted under a_ statute 
with sixty sections passed in 1843, which 
was taken by both debenture holders and 
borrowers to give the security of a 
careful Government inspection under 
which no abuse could possibly arise. But 
what has happened? For a long period 
of years these loan societies have been 
nests of the grossest possible abuse, 
and all rules have been set at 
defiance. Inasmuch the loss is 
directly the result of the neglect of 
its duty by the Irish Government, some 
portion of the loss which must be in- 
curred by borrowers and debenture 
holders ought to be borne by the public 
funds. Under this Bill great injustice 
will be done, and I do not see how it can 
he avoided unless the Government, come 
to the rescue. I desire to impress that 
view upon the Attorney General at the 
outset, and to ask that he will give 
reasonable notice to the whips of the 
Irish party so that those Members whose 
constituents are deeply interested in this 
matter can have an opportunity of fully 
discussing the proposal. 
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as 


(Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 


Attorney General for Ireland and Mr. G. 
W. Balfour. 


(CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) BILL. 
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'read the first time; to be read a second 


time upon Monday, 12th March, and to 
be printed. [Bill 105.] 


ELECTORAL DISABILITIES (MILITARY 
SERVICE). 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
White Rripuey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I beg to ask leave to introduce the 
Electoral Disabilities (Military Service) 
Bill, which has for its object that in cases 
where electoral qualifications have been 
obtained by residence on the part of any 
person in the Reserve, Militia, Yeomanry, 
or Volunteer forces those qualifications 
should not be lost on account of the 
person’s having gone out to serve in the 
present war. It is a very fair measure, 
and I beg to move. 


Mr. T. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): I have no doubt it is perfectly 
reasonable that when a man _ has 
obtained definite qualifications he should, 
if possible, not be disqualified by giving 
his services to the Crown in case 
of war. But if it is reasonable in 
the case of those affected by this Bill, 
surely it is equally reasonable in the 
case of an ordinary soldier or sailor who 
has obtained electoral qualification by 
residence. Or take the case of a civil 
servant of the Crown. Why should he 
not be relieved? No doubt a great 
number of civil officers have been sent 
out in regard to matters connected with 
what I might call the civil side of the 
military operations in South Africa. 
There are also the merchant sailors en- 
gaged in the transport service. In all 
these cases there is equally good ground 
for giving the relief which the right hon. 
Gentleman proposes to give to the special 
classes he has mentioned. I am not in 
the least objecting to that relief being 
given, but I rose to express my sense of 
the inequality that will be perpetrated if 
the relief is given to the classes proposed 
and refused to others equally deserving 
and giving equally good service to the 
Crown. I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will consider the cases I have mentioned 
when the Bill comes to be dealt with in 
detail. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill to remove electoral disabilities 
which may arise in the case of members 


“To amend the Charitable Loan Socie- | of the Reserve, Militia, and Yeomanry 


ties (Ireland) Act, 1843,” presented, and Forces, and in the case of Volunteers by 
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reason of absence on the Military Service 
of the Crown, ordered to be brought in 
by Secretary Sir Matthew White Ridley, 
Mr. Attorney General, and Mr. Jesse 
Collings. 


ELECTORAL DISABILITIES (MILITARY 
SERVICE) BILL. 

“To remove Electoral Disabilities 
which may arise in the case of members 
of the Reserve, Militia, and Yeomanry 
Forces, and in the case of Volunteers by 
reason of absence on the Military Service 
of the Crown,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
106. ] 


SUPPLY [Srconp ALLOTTED Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{[Mr. J. W. LowrHer, Cumberland, 
Penrith, in the Chair. } 


Navy Estimates, 1900-1901. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £5,527,000, 
he granted to Her Majesty, to defray the 
expenses of wages, etc., to officers, seamen 
and boys, coastguard, and Royal Marines, 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901.” 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to move to reduce the 
Vote by the sum of £534,572, the total 
cost of the Royal Marine forces, which, as 
the House is aware, consists of nearly 
4,000 artillery and 15,000 infantry. In 
starting, I am sure the First Lord will 


agree with me that their costly training , 


to produce military efficiency is second to 
none, also that at sea the marines hold 
their own as gunners with their bluejacket 
comrades, and the artillery beat them 
at field gun competitions on_ shore. 
The original object for which this force 
was createa—and it existed before there 
was any standing navy at all—-was to 
man and fight ships, but particularly to 
land and fight on shore. At present, I 


presume the object of maintaining this , 


force is, or ought to be, to fight the 
ships, giving the fullest co-operation 
of their naval comrades, and to fight 
as land troops on shore. It is, shortly, a 


purely military body, with naval training | 
superadded. The Admiralty spend most | 


‘COMMONS} 
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money and time on producing military 
efficiency, as regards both the artillery 
and the infantry, and giving officers and 
men a perfect knowledge of military work 
on shore. That course is preliminary to 
their naval course at headquarters 
on shore, and later on board Her 
Majesty's ships. In regard to the other 
part of the naval service, the Admiralty 
properly spend the greater amount of 
money and time in training, in the 
most perfect way, the naval officers an 
seamen for sea service, and after that 
the naval officers and seamen get a 
smattering nothing more —of military 
knowledge. |The important fact to 
remember is that under these con 
ditions less injury is done to the efficiency 
of Her Majestys ships by landing the 
marine portion than by landing the naval 
officers and seamen portion of their com- 
plements. A ship cannot go to sea with- 
out its full complement of naval officers 
and seamen ; but, although it would not 
be perfect, it can go to sea having, 
necessarily perhaps, left its marine detach- 
ment on shore. The second point is, 
unless the training is altogether a sham 
and a delusion, that when a naval force has 
to operate on skore, or to assist the army. 
the artillery and infantry marines are 
better fitted for the work than the naval 
officers and seamen can be. In raising 
this question there is always the danger 
of being accused of running one interest 
against another, but I can assure the 
Committee that this is not my desire. 
The only desire I have in adopting the 
line I have taken is to.secure the efficiency 
of Her Majesty’s Fleet and of the naval 
service. In all qwestions connected with 
the naval service it must always be borne 
in mind that an admiral must be para- 
mount in his fleet, and a captain must he 
paramount on his ship, and that over 
riding all other considerations appertain- 
ing to the Navy is—the efficiency of the 
ships. With these simple principles in 
mind let us see what has happened in 
South Africa. The time has not yet 
come to criticise certain events and cer- 
tain matters at the front ; it would not he 
opportune, it would not be right, to do 
so at this moment, and I do not intend to- 
go very far below the surface. I shall 
take a proper opportunity by and by of 
bringing certain matters before the House. 
Meantime, with the news we have received 
to-day with so much delight and satis- 
faction respecting the relief of Lady- 
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smith, we cannot forget the splendid 
service rendered by the naval guns, 
nor can we forget that a cause of the 
great and important gain to our whole 
position in South Africa was the inven 
tive genius of Captain Perey Scott. It 
would be wrong of me to proceed further 
without saying that much, because this 
is not a question of Navy versus Marines 
ov Marines versus Navy; it is a ques- 
tion of the public interest, of the welfare 
of Her Majesty’s service. There is no 
question that the assistance the Fleet was 
able to give the Army by landing those 
guns at the nick of time did alter the face 
of the whole situation, But we must not 
he carried away by what strikes us as 
picturesque and unusual. The fact of 
naval officers and seamen doing gallant 
and brilliant service on shore as they have 
done naturally and rightly awakens 
enthusiasm throughout the length and 
breadth of the country. But I wish to 
point ont that underneath the surface 
there are very grave considerations as to 
naval policy and practice. It has been a 
developing and growing policy to take 
naval officers and seamen out of their 
ships to fight on shore, and latterly it has 
come to taking naval officers and seamen, 
without whom the ship cannot go to sea, 
leaving the marines on board. I shall show 
what has happened in South Africa. Let 
me take two passages from the printed 
Statement of the First Lord. He says 
“A battalion of marines took part in the 
Army drills and manceuvres on Salisbury Plain 
during the month of July.” 
That was done by orders of the Ad- 
miralty, for what? To perfect the 
officers and men in tactics, and to make 
them efficient for acting with the Army 
on shore. 
talion was met out of the Naval Votes, 
and, of course, no one can deny that so 
long as this force is maintained it is of the 
utmost importance its officers and men 
should be trained to the greatest point of 
perfection in all matters connected with 
land warfare. Then comes a bald state- 
ment under the heading “ Mobilisation,” 
to the effect that- 


* Detachments consisting approximately of 


98 officers and 1,192 seamen and marines have 
been landed from the ships at the Cape for 
temporary service with the fond forces in South 
Africa.” 


I must press my right hon. friend for a 
little more information on this point. 
When 98 officers and over 1,000 men were , 
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The cost of sending that bat- | 
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taken out of a small squadron and sent 
hundreds of miles up country we are 
entitled to know exactly the position in 
which Her Majesty’s ships were left. 1 
may explain that the figures I am about 
to give I obtained in this way: for the 
ships I took the Navy List for February, 
which I presume gives an accurate state- 
ment of the ships in the Cape Squadron ; 
and then for the complements of the ships 
I turned to Brassey’s “ Naval Annual.” 
From those calculations I conclude 
that the aggregate complements of Her 
Majesty’s ships at the Cape cannot be 
more than 4,200, so that with nearly 
1,200 officers and men taken away on 
shore those ships were only very par- 
tially manned. The total number of 
executive and marine officers in that 
squadron, from post-captains to midship- 
men, is only 123, and if 98 of those officers 
are landed it leaves the squadron in a very 
serious position, looking at it from the 
point of view from which I approach this 


question—-namely, the efficiency and 
‘readiness of Her Majesty’s ships for 
immediate service. This is too serious 
a matter to be passed over with- 


out any further explanation from the 
Admiralty. I should like to ask were 
all the marines landed from that squadron : 
were no nayal officers or bluejackets 
landed until the supply of the marines 
was exhausted ; were any naval officers 
and bluejackets landed from any ship 
leaving marines on board; and, in view 
of the fact that the ‘ Powerful ” and the 
“Terrible ” cost a vast sum of money and 
were built for the special purpose of 
patrolling and covering long distances at 
sea, we are entitled to know exactly why 
it is that those ships have been in 
port or only moving a few miles 
ever since they arrived on the coast of 
Africa. The Committee are entitled to 
know what condition these cruisers were 
in with regard to their complements each 
week since the beginning of the war. 


Tue FIRST LORD ov tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHEen, St. George's, 
Hanover Square) : That is a large order. 


*Sirn JOHN COLOMB: It is a large 
order, but I take it that if im any week it 
turned out that a ship was without its 
full complement of naval officers and 
seamen and had marines om board my 
ase is complete. It must not be for- 
gotten that if the Admiralty have done 
what I say they are only following recent 
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precedent, because, in the previous Boer | ance he could to the Army. But my 
War, sea officers and seamen were landed | point is, Was that assistance given in 
while the whole of the marines were kept | such a manner as to least and not most 
on board. If we can get an explicit answer | impair the efficiency of Her Majesty's 
on the points I have raised I do not think | ships? Clearly, the forces that can best 
I shall have brought this matter before be spared from the ships are the marine 
the Committee in vain. I also want toask | officers and men ; and equally clearly, 
whether naval officers and seamen were | the forces which can least be spared are 
sent out from home to fill the vacancies | the naval officers and seamen. I ask the 
caused by naval officers and seamen | First Lord specifically why there are no 
having left their ships and gone up| regulations laid down on this point ; if 
country, while marine officers and men out | there are such regulations, did the 
there were cooped up in those ships and | Admiral follow them! Is it not case 
not landed at all. It is commonly reported | that officers and men of the marine force 
that when the crisis came in South | have been kept on board while naval 
Africa the Admiralty were asked to send | officers and seamen have been landed ! 


a battalion of marines to the Cape. 'Every sensible man must applaud the 
Mr. GOSCHEN : No. Admiral for sending 4:7 guns: and 12- 

. pounders up country, but the point is the 

*Strr JOHN COLOMB: At all events, | kind of men who were sent with them. 
my right hon. friend, in one of his | The service of the 4:7 guns and the 12- 
brilliant speeches, said in defence—-— pounders is part of the ordinary training 


Mr. GOSCHEN made an explanation of the private in the infantry marines, to 
which was inaudible in the Press Gallery. | “#? nothing of the artillery. It is im 
’* portant to remember that. What I want 

*Sin JOHN COLOMB: But my right to bring out is that instead of sending 
hon. friend pointed out in answer | post captains and other officers away from 
to a rumour that you could not send their ships, the Admiral should simply 
a force of marines to the Cape from have sent a subaltern and twenty-five 
home because, if you had to mobilise the infantry marines with each gun. The prize 
Fleet, the ships would be inefficient with- returns show that even these infantry 
out their marine complements. But if the marines are efficiently trained in the 
right hon. Gentleman was able to send use of these guns, and beat the seamen at 
reinforcements of naval officers and sea- them at sea. Therefore, why are there no 
men to take the place of those who had regulations to prevent your ships being 
gone up country, I cannot see why he rendered inefficient by post captains, 
could not have sent the marines. If this commanders, and lieutenants being sent 
House provides an amount of money to|to do the work of  subalterns and 
furnish the Admiralty with a great ser-, infantry marines? In order to illustrate 
vice of artillery and infantry for sea and to the Committee the differences of 
for land service in time of war, and most training of naval and marine ofticers, 
of that money is spent on training for and seeing the uses made of it, by the 
land service, we ought to know whether light of what is happening in South 
the Admiralty are not misusing the forces, Africa, I will give the simple facts of the 
or wasting that money by misusing it. I career of a naval officer on the one hand, 
particularly raise this question in order and of a marine artillery officer on the 
to obtain a clear and explicit state- other. This marine artillery officer had to 
ment of the policy of the Admiralty take part in the public competition for 
with regard to these landing parties from the usual entrance examination for an 
ships. There is nothing in the regulations officer of the Royal Engineers or the Royal 
as to what are to be the arrangements, Artillery. He passed successfully in mid- 
of the Admiral if he has to land a force. . summer, 1893. He was then sent to the 
The Admiral uses his discretion. This Naval College for every sort of scientific 
marine force has been trained for a instruction. Here [echihiting papers) are 
special purpose, and my contention is four closely written, two foot square 
that when war breaks out that force | pages of the highly scientific subjects in 
should be applied to that special purpose. which he had to pass. Having passe«l 
I am fully and firmly convinced that through the Naval College after two 
the gallant Admiral at the Cape was | years close study and repeated examina- 
perfectly right in rendering every assist-| tions, he went to the gunnery ship 


a i ‘ 
Sir John Colom, | 
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“Excellent.” There he went through, 
under naval officers, a course of naval 
gunnery. That he passed, and then 
went to the torpedo school, and passed 
through a course of instruction under 
naval officers. He was then, and not 
till then, fit to join headquarters for his 
training at, the Marine Artillery Barracks. 
He then had to go through an elaborate 
course of infantry, musketry, and field 
artillery instruction, a course of siege 
guns and guns of position, and repository 
and armament courses. This particular 
officer was specially distinguished in field 


ceeded to South Africa. 
were 12-in., 9-in., and other guns, but 


guinery of the ship. The 12-in. guns 
were, [ am informed, under the control 
of two naval lieutenants brought in 


previously. That was his experience of 
the Admiralty system of using his long | 
and costly artillery training when on | 
board ship. He was suddenly despatched 
with the naval brigade from Simon’s Bay 
with forty of his highly trained gunners 
without a gun, while the naval portion 
of the brigade consisted of eight naval 
officers, forty-eight men and two guns. 
So that you have this position, that 
this officer, having gone through all 
this training to fit him for this particular 
work, in the hour of danger, when the 
work in which he was trained had to be 
done, is sent with his forty equally well 
trained gunners with no gun, in a so- 
called naval brigade in which the total 
marines, artillery and infantry, were to 
the total seamen in the proportion of 
five to one. The naval gun detach- 
ment was eight naval officers to two guns, 
or two officers per gun. The whole 
brigade was found at Graspan in that 
position. There was still this marine , 
artillery officer with his forty gunners | 
and no gun, but a change had been 
made, for there were 100 bluejackets | 
with twelve naval officers and four guns. | 
There was a naval officer in command of 
the whole, so-called, naval brigade, a , 
gallant gentleman, as bold as a lion and 
as fearless as they make them, but wholly 
and entirely ignorant of land warfare. 
Under him was a major of marine | 








{1 Marcu 1900} 


artillery. He completed his course just | 
four years after he passed the com- 
petitive examination. He was then) 


immediately embarked, and later pro- | 
On his ship | 


he had nothing to do with the general | 


from the merchant service a few months | 


represent the case. 


infantry, who had passed his examination | ing 
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at Aldershot or elsewhere for his lieu- 
tenant-coloneley, and knowing how to 
command three arms of the service. The 
young marine artillery officer and his 
gunners, with all their artillery training, 
were used, in accordance with Admiralty 
custom, as infantry, and the officer and 
most of his gunners were shot storming 
the position as infantry. That was the 
case of a young marine artillery officer 
used as the Admiralty are using this 
artillery force now. Let me give the 
brief career and sort of training of a 
naval officer, this marine officer's 
superior, but absolutely ignorant of mili- 
tary war, who was with that brigade, and 
who was taken away from his ship 
where he might have been useful. I 
do not know when he became a cadet, 
but he was acting sub-lieutenant on 14th 
March, 1890. His name then disappears 
from the Navy List, and as far as my 
inquiries go it was because he failed to 
pass. 

Mr. GOSCHEN was understood to ask 
the name of the officer. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: If you must 


have the name, it was [inandible]. 
Mr. GOSCHEN: He was not in 

command. 

*Sirk JOHN COLOMB: He was _ not 


put in command, for a post captain, equally 
ignorant of land warfare, was; but if his 
naval superiors had been shot he would 
have been in command, and under those 
circumstances would have commanded 
this marine artillery officer, had he lived, 
according to Admiralty regulations. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: [am sure my hon. 
and gallant friend does not wish to mis- 
I cannot remember 
at the moment whether this particular 
gallant officer was shot or not. If he was 
not shot, was it not Major Marchant who 
was put in command when the other 
superior officers had been shot ? 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: Perhaps I 
have not made myself clear. I am quite 
aware that when everybody senior to 
Captain Marchand was killed or wounded 
he would command, and I am equally 
aware that Captain Marchand brought 
the remnant of the brigade out of action, 
and that three days afterwards he was 
superseded in the command of the 


brigade by another naval officer know- 
nothing 


about land warfare’ or 
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tactics. What I was saying was that the 
naval officer to whom I was alluding: 
reappeared in a supplementary list with | 
seniority in 1895, when the marine 
artillery officer was only half way through | 
his artillery training. The first ship on 
which he was employed then was a coast- 
guard ship ; after nine months he was 
transferred to a sea-going ship, and then 
he was sent to the front. Those are the 
two histories. My point is this: you 
have this naval officer with no military, 
and very scanty naval, training, landed , 
on shore, to the great detriment of his 
ship, and sent to the front as the superior 
of officers trained for military work, 
while the officers trained for military | 
work are really left out of the chance 
of command altogether. This is a 
matter concerning the lives of men 
and the efficiency of ships and of the 
whole service, and I extremely regret 
that, knowing what | do, I am forced into 
the unpleasant position of having con- 
tinually to bring the misapplication of 
this force forward until there are proper 
regulations made in the interest of the’ 
public service, and not in favour of any 
particular class of officers. I beg to 
move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That Item D (Royal Marines) be reduced 
by £591,965." (Sir John Colomb.) 


ADMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne): 
| regret very much that my hon. and 
gallant friend has raised this matter in 
the way he has done. Some people would 
think from his observations that there 
was jealousy in the naval service between 
the seamen and the marines. I hope 
there is no foundation for that, and that 
that is not the impression my hon. and 
gallant friend intended to convey, but 
certainly his remarks tended in that 
direction. Seamen and marines love 
one another as comrades, and = are 
proud to live together. If 1 accept 
my hon. friend’s premiss, perhaps I 
should be bound to accept his conclusions. 
But I do not accept his premiss. His 
main premiss was that the marines are 
better fitted for military work on shore | 
than seamen. I must first ask for a 
definition of military work. If what is 
meant is military work performed by 
soldiers in a military capacity, such as 
marching up in solid ranks and assaulting 


a position, or lying on their stomachs and | 
firing at the enemy, no doubt they are , 


Sir John Colomb. 
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better. But if what is meant is fighting 
naval guns on shore, I challenge the 
statement, and say they are not better 
fitted to discharge that military duty. | 
object to draw a contrast between the 
abilities of seamen and marines on board 
ship; they act together and they live 
together; but my gallant friend forced 
me to do so, and I say that the seamen 
are more fitted to deal with naval guns 
on shore ttan are the Royal Marines. 


*Sin JOHN COLOMB: But field guns. 


ApmirAL FIELD: They were ship 
guns that were landed, not field guns 
mounted on ordinary artillery carriages : 
and | say that seamen are eminently 
fitted to handle those guns. It is no new 
thing for seamen to be employed along- 
side of troops on shore. Sir George 
White himself made a strong appeal for a 
naval brigade in Burma, and Napoleon 
in all his wars with Austria hada great 
band of seamen of the guard commanded 
by ap admiral. When an appeal was 
made by the general in command at 
Ladysmith for assistance, it was the duty 
of the Admiral to send up the best 
assistance he could. My hon. and gallant 
friend seems to think that only subalterns 
ought to have been sent. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: On account of 
the efficiency of the ship. 


ApmMirRAL FIELD : Never mind the 
efficiency of the ship, Sir. There was no 
fear of the ship or of our supremacy at 
sea, and it is all nonsense to talk about 
that. What inthe name of common sense 
is the good of stickling for the keeping up 
of a ship's efficiency when there is no 
enemy on the horizon 7 I hope my hon. 
and gallant friend will excuse me_ for 
speaking so hotly. I think that the 
Admiral acted properly in landing the 
brigade, and also that some marines were 
landed with it. 


*Sin JOHN COLOMB: Not tor Lady- 
smith. 


ApmiraL FIELD: If that is so [| 
am sorry, but I believe the usual 
practice when a naval brigade is landed 
is to allow the Marines to share the 
distinction, and that a proper propor- 
tion is included. If, as my hon. and 
gallant friend says, forty of the Royal 
Marine Artillery were under Lord 
Methuen at Graspan without guns, I cer- 
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tainly think it was a mistake, although it 
was one that was probably made from the 
best motives. I call it a waste of splendid 
material to send men to handle rifles who 
are especially fitted to handle more power- 
ful weapons, but if that did take place | 
think the Marine Artillery were after- 
wards landed to work the 4:7 guns. It 
will also not be denied that they joined in 
the storming party under Lord Methuen’s 
direction and displayed splendid courage 
and dash, led as they were by a splendid 
officer. We are proud of such men, but 
| must express my regret that such mag- 
nificent material should have been used in 
storming trenches at all. They are not 
drilled for that purpose ; they are too 
valuable. I can quite understand — the 
general in command thinking that if they 
were left behind it would be very bard 
lines on them, and that he therefore put 
them in the front line-— the post of 
honour. I regret, however, that seamen 
who are not drilled to lie down on their 
stomachs and fire from behind stones 
should have been used for that purpose, 
but in emergencies no doubt recourse is 
had to measures which would not 
he carried out on ordinary occasions. 
The whole fighting in South Africa is not 
ordinary fighting, and we are proud to 
think that our seamen had a hand in it 
and shared in its glory. General Buller 
in his last despatch also praised very 
highly the action of the naval gunners. 


“Str JOHN COL °:MB: And __ the 
Colonial Naval Volunteers, who worked 
the guns with them. 


ApmirnAL FIELD: Precisely. My 
hon. and gallant friend in raising this 
question drew a_ parallel between the 
career of a marine officer and the career 
of a sailor officer, and some of his remarks 
vaised rather painful feelings. He said 
that sailor officers, even captains, knew 
nothing about military operations. My 
hon, and gallant friend went a little too 
far. He will not deny that nearly all 
our officers have passed through the gun- 
m_ry school, where they learned how to 
handle field batteries and field guns. I 


never yet knew any captain in command | 


of a naval hrigade who would not leave 


the marine officers in command of their | 
| as soldiers when on shore, and that they 


own men. There must be, of course, a 
superior officer, and if he is landed he 
must discharge his duty. 
gagement during the Indian Mutiny 
the senior military officer was killed, 


{1 MarcH 1900}. 
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and that magnificent sailor, Captain 
Peel, had to take command; but he im- 
mediately said, “Go on with your own 
men; I am only nominally in command ” ; 
but he could not abdicate his position as 
senior officer. My hon. and gallant 
friend complains that eight naval officers 
were landed with forty-eight seamen and 
two guns, but no one would grudge 
young middies hearing the whizz of the 
bullet and seeing active service. Then 
he complains that more naval officers than 
marine officers were landed. But, of 
course, there are more naval officers on 
board a man-of-war than marine officers, 
the numbers being laid down by regula- 
tion, and I do not think it would he 
beneficial to increase the marine officers 
in time of peace, though in active service 
no doubt work might be found for them. 
Therefore I donot think my hon. and gallant 
friend has made out any case for casting 
aspersions on the admiral in command. 


*Sirn JOHN COLOMB: I never did 
cast them. 


ApMIRAL FIELD : My hon. and gallant 
friend condemned someone for the 
landing of this brigade, and, of course, 
the admiral must be responsible. I 
assume he endeavoured to do justice to 
the hon. corps under his command, but 
the suggestion that all marines should have 
heen landed is most unfair; that would 
have created gross discontent throughout 
the whole service. It would be unreason- 
able to demand it. [ think with my hon. 
and gallant friend that the Marine Artil- 
lery should not have been landed without 
guns ; still, without an explanation from 
the senior officer Tam not prepared to 
condemn him. I have had some experi- 
ence of landing parties, and [ have never 
yet seen an atom of friction between the 
marines and the bluejackets. They 
work as brothers and accept — the 
situation as they find it. The 
marines are sea soldiers, and are a 
splendid body of men of whom we all are 
proud, and the Navy would be very much 
weaker without them. I hope my hon. 
and gallant friend will accept in good part 
all | have said. During the last three 
years I have pressed strongly on the 
Admiralty that marines should be treated 


should have the full rations granted to 
soldiers. I have not succeeded in my 
aim, but the marines have got an addi- 
tion to their pay of 2d. per day, for which 
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lam grateful. I presume it isuseless to ask 
for more. I suppose it is the Treasury 


and not the Naval Lords that are to' 


blame. There is one other point which I 
wish to point out to my right hon. friend. 


When a soldier is sent to the front his | 


wife is allowed a separation allowance, 
but when a marine is sent to the front 
his lodging allowance is stopped, and 
his wife is deprived of 6d. a day. I 
think that is very hard lines. I am aware 
that this is a grievance that the men 
feel as a great hardship, because when a 
marine is at the front his wife is 3s. 6d. 
a week worse off than if he were at home. 
I earnestly press the matter on my right 
hon. friend in the hope that something 
may be done. He told us that he was 
not prepared to make any addition, but 
I hope he will reconsider his decision. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley) : I should be very sorry to 
interfere in the quarrel between the sailors 
and the marines, and I certainly shall not 
attempt todo so. ButI cannot understand 
the speeches just made by my two hon. 
and gallant friends. They appear to have 
been arguing as to whether the discretion 
of the Admiral in charge of a station 
should or should not be limited, in cir- 
cumstances similar to those we recently 
had in Durban. I feel quite certain that 
the First Lord of the Admiralty will not 
listen for a moment to any such sugges- 
tion, and that the discretion of the 
Admiral in command will continue to be, 
as it is now, quite unfettered as to the 
manner in which he should distribute 
sailors and marines, having regard to the 
necessities of the moment. There are 
two points in connection with the 
manning question to which I respectfully 
ask my right hon. friend’s attention. The 
first of these is as to the provision for 
stokers. When a seaman after twelve 
years service re-engages, he re-engages on 
a higher scale of pay—-I think an increase 
of 2d. per day—— 

*THE CHAIRMAN : I must remind the 
hon. Member that the question before 
the Committee relates to the marines, a 
reduction having been moved upon that 
particular item. 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY : 
Then, Sir, I shall ask leave to raise the 
question later. 

*Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): I venture to detain the Committee 
Admiral Field. 
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under rather depressing circumstances in 
order to direct attention to a matter of 
very serious moment. It is the present 
position of the corps of Royal Marines. 
I think the First Lord of the Admiralty 
will not accuse me of not being sensible 
of the spirit of subordination and the 
spirit of camaraderie which are the great 
motive springs in any service, and 
especially in the Navy. I certainly should 
not think of taking the strong measure 
of making an appeal of this kind if | 
were not convinced by long experience 
that the time is come when such an 
appeal is not only justifiable but is abso- 
lutely necessary. [ venture to repeat 
what I intimated in this House on pre- 
vious occasions, that there is a feeling of 
discontent existing in the minds of officers 
of the corps of Royal Marines which is so 
grave and so widespread that it would he 
folly to ignore it. I venture also to 
express the belief that it is possible that 
my right hon. friend himself—though | 
readily admit he sympathises with all 
grievances which have a real basis and 


‘with which he is acquainted—is not, 


perhaps, as well acquainted as I and 
some others happen to be with the extent 
and depth of this feeling. I repeat, Sir 
I have never asked an officer, or a soldier, 


or a seaman, whether he had a grievance ; 


I have never encouraged anyone in Her 
Majesty's Service to dilate upon any 
grievance he thought he might possess : 
| do not think that that is the business 
of any civilian or any Member of 
Parliament, but I have during the last 
ten years had the privilege of convers- 
ing and corresponding with hundreds of 
officers, and I say that what I have 
heard and what I have read in corre- 
spondence is calculated to make me re- 
flect very seriously. I need hardly say 
that coming from the corps of the Royal 
Marines every complaint has been made 
in subdued tones, and with that abso- 
lute devotion to the interests of the ser- 
vice which has always characterised the 
corps, and I should feel very little en- 
couraged to pursue this matter if I were 
not convinced in my own mind that not 
only is this feeling justifiable, but that 
under the circumstances it is absolutely 
inevitable. And believing that the con- 
ditions which created it are calculated 
to perpetuate it, I now appeal to the 
First Lord of the Admiralty to consider 
whether the time has not come to alter 
those conditions. An immense change 
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has come over the relations between the 
naval branch of the combatant service and 
the Royal Marine branch. It has been 
already pointed out to the committee 
that an enormous part of the work of the 
seamen proper has gone. Crossing royal 
yards and the handling of sailing ships are 
things of the past, and ev ery man who is 
acquainted with Her Majesty’s ships must 
be aware that a large number of duties are 
now capable of being performed by either 
seamen or Royal Marines indifferently. 
That in itself has produced a new situa- 
tion, and I go further and say that the 
sailor with his extraordinary energy, his 
desire for effective work and his power to 
do it, has not been content to abandon 
one species of work without taking up 
another, and he has claimed for himself, 
and is still daily claiming for himself, the 
right to perform what I may call strictly 
military duties hitherto performed by the 
marines. It is far from me to say that 
he does not perform those duties as 
he performs all other duties, very 
well; but the fact is one which has to be 
considered in looking at the situation 
which now exists. I know that naval 
officers do not as a body share the views 
which I have expressed. [ have the 
greatest possible and most sincere respect 
for the opinions of naval officers—TI should 
he a very unwise person if I had not 

hut I cannot shut my eyes to the fact 
that they are a little disqualified from 
forming an independent judgment on this 
matter. I have talked to naval officers on 
the question of the duties of marine 
officers on board ships, and they made 
replies to me, replies which were so 
obviously bond fide, and with the cer- 
tainty that they depended upon real 
and not on sham considerations, that 
| could only marvel how much men 
could be misled when incapable of look- 
ing at things from an outside standpoint. 
I have been told by naval officers that it 
was inconceivable that marine _ officers 
could undertake certain duties. I have 
heen told that they had always been per- 
formed by naval lieutenants, and that 
the suggestion that they should be dis- 
charged by marine officers was absurd. 
Naturally men brought up under a 
particular system associate the _ per- 
formance of particular duties with 
particular ranks and requirements. But 
these things are accidental, not essential, 
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various members of a_ ship's company 
have been restored we shall see the 
continuance of the feeling to which I have 
referred. It would be wrong of me to. 
enter into the details of the view which I 
know exists, but after the general state- 
ment which I have made I think I may 
refer to one or two statements which have 
reached me on this subject. One marine: 
oftticer writes 

“ After over nineteen years serv ice I realise, 
as we all do, that we are passing through 
a most critical period in the history of 
the corps; and whereas under previous 
heartburnings and  snabs_ we refrained, 
from complaining even in mess among our. 
selves, in order to avoid disheartening the 
younger officers commencing theiz careers, 
yet now we can discuss and talk of nothing: 
else besides the bitter uselessness of our. 
position and the fruitless results of the labours 
of our officers, non-commissioned oftiecers, and. 
men. If Her Most Gracious Majesty could 
only know! We are poor and untitled men, 
and have no influence.” 


Another writes—- 


“We feel deeply the hardships of not being, 
able to lead our own men, and on the men’s 
part of not being led by their owa officers.” 


I submit to the First Lord of the 
Admiralty that the complaint is well 
founded, Let me try and explain to him 
what I conceive it to be. We have now 
in the Royal Marine Corps 18,500 ofticers 
and men existing on a basis absolutely 
different from that on which any other 
corps in Her Majesty’s service stands. 
The officers are deprived of almost every 
advantage secured to, officers in every 
other branch of the serviee. I propose to 
substantiate that statement. In, the first 
place you ask an officer to enter the Royal 
Marines with the absolute certainty that 
he is entering on a career which has no 
prizes for him. He has no hope of ob- 
taining that position of dignity and 
authority in the service which every man 
in every other braneh is able to attain. 
I will justify that statement. I was 
looking, the other day, into. what is the 
relative position of the officers of the 
other branches of the service. It is well, 
known that if you take away from the 
personnel of the Royal Navy the non- 
combatants, the engineers, and the Royal 
Marines, there are 35,000 men who are 
serving in the strictly naval department, 
as against 18,500 in the Royal Marines. 
Now, what is the chance of promotion of 
a midshipman in the Royal Navy? At 
the present moment there are seventy- 
three admirals on the Active List, and 
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‘of these thirty are in active employments. 
In addition to that there are the posts of 
commanders, post captains, captains in 
tthe Steam Reserve ashore, etc. As 
to the Royal Marines, you have a_ body 
«of 18,500 men with a large number of 
officers ; but out of them all how many do 
the Committee suppose are employed as 
generals on the active service! One 
single officer! And how is he employed ! 
He is seated on a stool in a “ two-pair 
back” in Northumberland Avenue doing 
clerk's office work. That is not a 
prospect to attract any officer to the 
service. You ought to give a greater 
prospect of advancement to the officers of 
the Royal Marines. But that is not nearly 
all. When an officer of the Royal Marines 
is actually serving you put him in a_posi- 
tion which is absolutely humiliating. You 
deprive him of the command over his own 
men. | have been often on ships which 
carried many Royal Marines, and found 
that an officer of that corps is the fifth 
wheel in the coach —a man who, by the 
rules of the service, is condemned to be 
practically an idler ; and so paintul is the 
situation in which he is placed that even 
the ordinary attributes of an officer on 
sea or land are denied him. He is 
not qualified to sit @n a court-martial 
in which his own brether officers or 
his own men are concerned—which_ is 
absurd. When a Naval Brigade goes 
into action, the Royal Marines, whatever 
they do, have no place in the (uzette as 
Royal Marines, but are reported as part 
wf the Naval Brigade, whether they form 
a large or a small portion of that brigade, 
or however important their services may 
he. The Royal Marines are without any 
representation on the Board of Admiralty ; 
and, in fact, I believe that is the reason for 
a great many of the grievances ef which 
they justly complain. They are in ¢ 
position which has been described to me 
hy one of their number as being “ the 
only class of men in this country who 
cannot be tried by their peers.” Not 
only that, but they cannot be represented 
when on trial, as it is most important 
they should be, by men of their own class. 
[ask hon. Members in this House, and 
my countrymen outside, whether they 
regard these arrangements as being fair 
and just, and I put to them this test: 
whether they would desire to see one of 
their own sons entering a profession sub- 
ject to these limitations. The First Lord 
will do me the justice to admit that I 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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have said nothing about the non-employ- 
ment of the Royal Marines during the 
present war; but I do think that it 
would have been a politic and wise act 
if one battalion of Royal Marines or 
a separate unit of the Royal Marine 
Artillery had been employed. I en- 
tirely appreciate what the First Lord 
said, and I give full weight to the con- 
sideration, that it would be a very unwise 
thing, in the present state of Europe, to 
deplete the Royal Marine Divisions of men 
who are necessary to form the comple- 
ment of the ships of the Navy in case of 
war. But I think more might have been 
done than has been done to give the 
Royal Marines a chanee of service in 
South Africa. What I complain of 
is the whole system of treatment of 
the Royal Marines, which is not a 
question of this war, but a question of 
the past and the future. I believe 
honestly it would be far better for the 
Royal Marines if they could be trans 
ferred bodily to the Army, and taken 
clean away from the Navy, and used as 
garrisons at ports and coaling stations all 
over the world. | do not desire to see 
the marines separated from the Navy 
I should like to see duties assigned 
to the Royal Marines on beard ship 
which would make them self-respecting 
members of the military community, 
of which they are compelled to form 
a part. I should like, when [I go to 
sea in one of Her Majesty's ships, to see 
Royal Marine officers as important as 
naval officers. But I see no signs of that 
change being made, and I ask that 
the only other alternative may be 
adopted, namely, that the administration, 
which, hitherto, has absolutely failed to 
perceive or to acknowledge the grievances 
of the Royal Marines, should cease to take 
any interest in them at all. [should 
hand them over to some other branch of 
the administration which would do them 
more justice. The Royal Marines really 
do deserve more consideration, and I have 
no hesitation in saying that, go through 
the world where you may, you will not 
find a corps equal to them for the pur- 
poses for which they are supposed to be 
used—-that is, as a fighting force on sea 
or land with small arms and with artillery. 
I do not think it will be said that the 
Royal Marines do not desire greater 
opportunities because they are not fit to 
fulfil higher responsibilities ; but if you 
are going, for all time, to limit the oppor- 
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tunities of these officers and deprive them 
of any advancement whatever, such as 
their comrades in the other branch of the 
services receive, you will undoubtedly in 
time only get a class of officers who are 
unable to obtain admission into the Naval 
branch of the Navy or into the Army. 
That is not a highly desirable result. You 
have at present, in both the Royal Marines 
and the Royal Marine Artillery, men 
qualified in every possible way to perform 
their duties and of high scientific attain- 
ments ; but you are wasting their services. 
The only way you make useof their services 
iswhen youexercisethe unfortunate charity 
which is sometimes shown for their benefit. 
Iam told that the Royal Marine officers are 
not badly off; that they are given a 
billet here and a billet there. That, no 
doubt, is a very good thing; but these 
are not the prizes of the profession, and 
you cannot expect the best professional 
work from a man when the only chance 


of reward he has comes to him almost by | 


accident and as a sort of charity. I have 
said nothing about the men in the Royal 
Marines. At present the corps is getting 
a great number of recruits, and the stan- 
dard has been raised; but I think it is 
worth consideration whether you will 
continue to get the men, in view of the 
fact that the condition of the private 
soldier of the Line is considerably better 
than that of a Royal Marine. It is a 
very good thing to increase the emolu- 
ments of the soldiers of the Line, but not 
a good thing, if you put the Royal 
Marine at a disadvantage. At the 
present moment a Royal Marine on shore, 
on leave or on duty, is at a distinct 
disadvantage compared with a soldier of 
the Line. The Line soldier on leave 
receives 1s. 6d. a day, the Royal Marine 
ls. 5d., and the difference between the 
daily pay of the Royal Marine and the 
soldier of the Line on duty on shore is 
actually 2d. 

Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Dr. TANNER, 
Cork County, Mid). House counted, 
and forty Members being found present, 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (continu- 
ing): I am really not speaking for the 
pleasure of hearing my own voice, but 
because | am under a pledge to perform 
what I consider a duty, and I have only 
now afew words,to say, but I should like, 
for my own justification, to say that the 
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of Is. 5d. The daily stoppages are for 
meat and bread 43d. and groceries 24d., 
‘or 7d. in all, leaving a net daily pay of 
10d. The Army soldier’s daily pay is 1s., 
messing allowance 3d., total 1s. 3d. The 
stoppages for groceries, &e., are 3d., leay- 
ing a net daily pay of 1s.—a credit balance 
of 2d. a day compared with the Royal 
Marine. But that is not a matter which 
| I make the substance of my appeal to the 
First Lord. My appeal is for common 
justice and fairness in dealing with this 
very gallant body of officers in the Royal 
Marines. I am quite positive that I have 
a good case for them, and I am appealing 
for men who have absolutely no repre- 
sentation at all at the Admiralty or the 
War Office, and who have practically no 
advocates in this House except the 
hon. and gallant Member for Great Yar- 
‘mouth and myself. 1 think it would be 
uw shame if the standing disadvantages 
from which these men suffer should be 
allowed to be perpetuated, and I would 
ask the right hon. Gentleman the First 
Lord if he would consider the proposal I 
venture to make to him—whether it 
| would not be possible to refer the ques- 
‘tion of the position of the officers of 
| the Royal Marines to any, impartial Com- 
' mittee he likes. I would only stipulate 
‘that on that Committee or Board there 
should be a considerable element of pro 
| fessional opinion. 


| Mr. GOSCHEN: What for ? 
| *Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The right 


‘hon, Gentleman has not been attending 
itome. I suggested that there is a real 
,case for inquiry, and that, in order to 
|remove all doubts, the position of the 
| officers of the Royal Marines should be 
| referred to a board or commitfee. There 
‘is a feeling abroad that you are doing a 
|most serious wrong to a very gallant 
_body of men, and I would refer the 
matter with the greatest pleasure to any 
six civilians whatever. If that were done 
I would undertake in five minutes to 
' prove that injustice is being done to these 
‘men. This is a serious question, and 
should be regarded always from the point 
of view of professional etticiency. But it 
has never been found to be true in this 
or any other country, that professional 
efficiency can be obtained by professional 
injustice. It is because you treat the 
ofticers of the Army and Navy justly that 
‘they are contented and loyal. There 


daily pay of a Royal Marine is 1s. 2d.,| have been times when you have not 
with messing allowance of 3d., or a total | treated these officers justly, until it was 
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dinned inta the ears of the Departments | from 


and this House so that their complaints | the enemy. 
The officers | be remedied, but I do not think it is to 


could not be misunderstood, 
of the Royal Marines have the same claim | 
to full and fair consideration, though they 
have not the same representation in this 
House as those of the Army and Navy. 
*Caprain PHILLPOTTS (Devonshire, 
Torquay): I do not propose to take more 
than a few moments of the time of the 
House, but having heard several remarks 
made by the hon. Members for Great 
Yarmouth and West Belfast, I should like 
to say a few words with regard to the 
Royal Marines. No one has a greater 
admiration for that body than myself, 
and the condition as regards these officers 
is simply hopeless. A man has no career 
after he attains the rank of captain or | 
major, but at the same time | do not 
see myself how the evil is to be remedied. 
Although it has been suggested that the 
“marine” officers are at a disadvantage 
with naval officers, because they are not 
qualified to sit on a naval court-martial, 
and although that grievance occupies a 
great deal of attention, I fail to see a 
practical way in which it could be dealt 
with on a Vote in the Committee of 
Supply. The hon. Member for Great 
Yarmouth alluded to certain officers and 
marines now serving on the South African 
station, being left on board their ships 
whilst bluejackets were employed on shore. 
[ would just say that most of those who 
have been employed on shore have been 
landed for the purpose of working the big 
guns that have beenlent by the ships. Now, 
although the marines have been drilled in 
field gun drill they have never been 
trained to work the naval broadside gun 
on shore. When a marine is ordered for 
service on shore he is landed as an artil- 
lery or light infantry man, and is armed | 
with his rifle, bayonet, and the usual 
equipment. The bluejacket is told off 
to attend his gun and has his cutlass 
and revolver, the arms which could be 
carried whilst he is dragging his gun on 
shore. It would be a manifest injustice 
to take away the arms of the bluejackets | 
and hand them to the marines when there | 
was a prospect of using them. I should | 
be only too glad to see the marines | 
have a better chance of distinguishing 
themselves, but I regret that the hon. 





Member for Great Yarmouth — should 
have stated the case as he did. The 


case of the marines is a very hard | 


one, and the officers are often debarred | 
Mr. Arnold-Forster, 


| 
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distinguishing themselves before 
I wish that great evil could 


he remedied by putting the marine ofticer 
in a false position on board ship. | What- 


ever may be done to improve the position 


of the marine officer, | hope it will not 
take that form. The career open to the 


marine officer is not such as would tempt 
any smart young officer, thoughitis difficult 
to say how it could be improved. The 
marine officer was not under the War Office, 
but the Admiralty, and the opportunity of 
seeing service in the field was very small. 
Applications for their services are only 
made by the War Office in cases of 
emergency. 


In times of peace, and when 
there is no particular demand on the War 


Office, undoubtedly the marines are left 
out in the cold, and I do think it would be 
avery great advantage to the service if 
something could be done to give these 
highly-trained officers a better chance of 
distinguishing themselves. 
time, | do not think it would be desirable 
to put them in a false position as regards 
the Navy. 
marine officers not being able to sit on 


At the same 


Much has been said about 


naval courts-martial. I wonder if hon. 
Members have considered the conditions 
under which naval courts-martial are 
formed. In the first place the officer who 
orders the court-martial to be held must 
have a special commission empowering him 
to give that order. That officer nominates 
the president, and the other officers sit by 
seniority and seniority only. Supposing 
it were desired that a marine officer 
should sit on a court-martial where the 
prisoner happened to be a marine, in 
ninety-nine cases out of a hundred you 
would have to make special provisions to 
override that seniority clause in order 
to enable a marine officer to sit. 
Another provision in the Naval Discipline 
Act is that no naval court-martial can be 
held unless two or more ships are present. 
The reason of that provision is that there 
should be at all events a certain propor- 
tion of officers serving on the court- 
martial who are strangers to the prisoner, 
so that impartiality shall be secured. 
Another point is that no marine officer 
serving afloat holds a higher rank than 


‘that of a major, and there would in 


most cases be so many senior officers 
present that a major would not be 
summoned to sit on the court-martial 
unless special provisions are made. | 
do not see how this matter can be 
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touched upon without a very drastic 
alteration of the procedure of naval 
courts-martial and of the Naval Discipline 
Act, an Act which I contend has worked 
fairly and mercifully and for the benetit 
of the service. With reference to the 
marines engaged in South Africa, I do not 
think there has been the measure of in- 
justice to them of which my hon. and 
gallant friend complained. The bulk of 
the bluejackets have been landed with 
their kits and arms to work the guns 
specially mounted by the naval officers, and 
it is ridiculous to suppose that a man 
encumbered with the equipment of the 
Royal Marine Artillery or Infantry is ina 
position to drag and work a field gun. If 
the equipment of the bluejackets were 
taken away from them and handed over 
to the marines in order that the marines 
might go to the front, | think they would 
feel, and justly feel, that they had been 
hardly dealt with. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): [It un- 
doubtedly is a fact that the status of 
marine officers is not on an equality, as it 
should be, with that of naval officers. The 
cause of the discontent is that marine 
officers are not allowed to have any real 
position. The hon. Member who has just 
spoken has been a naval officer, and he 
(like all naval officers) has the view that a 
marine officer is not entitled to equality 
with a naval officer. He has been arguing 
that it would be a most difficult thing to 
give a marine officer the privilege—to 
which he should be entitled—of serving 
on court-martials when at sea. In 1891 
this question was brought before the 
House by Sir John Pope Hennessey, who 
moved an Amendment ,to the Army 
Annual Bill.* The then First Lord of the 
Admiralty (Lord George Hamilton) deli- 
berately gave him a promise that he would 
amend this anomaly. He was frank 
enough to point out that the Naval Lords 
were against it, but still he was so 
convinced of the equity of the scheme 
that he decided it should be granted. 
It never has been granted. Why ? 
Because the naval influence at the 
Board of Admiralty was too strong. | 
intend this year to test this thing on the 
Army Annual Bill, when we shall have 
an opportunity of seeing whether it is 
possible or not. It is regarded as a great 
grievance, and I do not believe it is im- 
possible. It is selfishness and prejudice 
on the part of the naval element to ex- 








* See Lhe Parliamentary Debates [Third 
Series], Vol. cecli., page 1347. 
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clude these men from legitimate and just 
privileges. The hon. Member for Great 
Yarmouth referred to the position marine 


| officers were placed in when they landed 


with the navy for purely military pur- 
poses on shore. [s it not a fact that a 
marine officer, although his rank may be 
superior to the naval officer, is not entitled 
to take command in military operations or 
That cannot be denied, and it is 
felt very deeply. Take the question of 
gunnery. All frank men will admit that 
the marines—both officers and men, 
whether they be marine artillery or 
marine light infantry—are excellent gun- 
ners. Many of the marine officers pass 
identically the same examination that 
gunnery lieutenants pass. When on 
shore they qualify hundreds of men in the 
gunnery examinations for service afloat ; 
they pass these very men to get the exact 
qualifications they must have before they 
go on board ship. When the marine 
ofticer is removed from land to sea he is 
not even allowed to re-qualify the very 
men he himself passed on shore in gunnery 
for service atloat. [I am perfectly satisfied 
it is purely prejudice and selfishness on 
the part of naval officers and authorities, 
and I hope this debate will elicit some- 
thing from the First Lord that will tend 
to get that done away with. It is most 
injurious to the service. The marines in 
our Navy to-day represent one-fourth of 
the fighting force of the Navy, and it is 
one of the finest fighting bodies we have. 
There is an impression amongst marine 
officers that their representative has not 
the same opportunities afforded to him of 
making recommendations to the First 
Lord that are afforded to the naval branch 
of the service. Why should there not be 
a marine officer on the Boardof Admiralty 4 
I now want to consider the position of the 
ordinary marines, and compare their treat- 
ment with that of the bluejackets and 
men in the Army. Take the question of 
boots. You now exercise these marines on 
shore with the troops. You embodied some 
of them and sent them to the manceuvres. 
You do not make them the same draft of 
boots as you make the Army. The 
soldier gets a couple of pairs of boots a 
year: the marine only gets one. In this 
statement you have conceded something : 
there is an additional grant for a pair of 
canvas shoes. Why it should resolve 
itself into canvas shoes I cannot under- 
stand, except they are cheaper. 

*THE SECRETARY to THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr, MACARTNEY, Antrim, 5.) : 
3G 2 
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The marine authorities were consulted | 


on this subject and they declared) them- 
selves perfectly satisfied. 


Mr. KEARLEY : 
consulted, the verdict would be the other | 
way. They have been asking to have 
the same treatment in that respect as is 
given to the Army. 
perpetually under stoppages quite different 
from the stoppages intlicted on the Army. 
They really eaunot afford to meet, out of 
their slender pay, #ll the calls made upon 
them. Their free rations are totally 
inadequate. The marine on shore gets 
for his breakfast half a pound of bread | 
and a pint of coffee ; for his dinner he 
gets three-quarters of a pound of meat 
and no vegetables, and for supper he gets 
half a pound of dry bread and a piut 
of tea or cocoa. And yet it has been 
contended that the marines are fairly 
treated. You do not feed them properly, 
and you do not behave fairly to them. | 
Take the question of gunnery again. 
Prior to embarkation the marine has to 
pass as a trained man. When he embarks 
he takes his place at the gun, and works 
side by side with the bluejackets, who 
have it open to them to qualify as sea- 
men gunners, which brings with it an 
additional 3d. per day. The marine is 
debarred from that altogether. Can any 
reason be given for that? It wants some 
explanation. As it cannot be discussed, 
I content myself with asking a question 
as to the reason the negotiations with 
regard to the firing range at Plymouth 
have not been carried through. I suspect 
the difficulty there is a landlord’s ques- 
tion. Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman 
will be able to tell us what is the real 
difficulty standing in the way of our having 
a proper firing range at Plymouth. 





Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): | their position in the service. 


If the marines were | 


These men are also | 
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artillerymen is that they are not to be 
| compared with seamen gunners as artil- 
‘lerymen. ‘To say they are on the same 
| footing for ship’s guns landed on shore is 
to leave a wrong impression. I differ 
entirely from the hon. Member for Devon- 
| port’s opinion of the marine. The marine 
is drilled as a soldier, he is not drilled as 
a bluejacket. He is as good by land as a 
| landsman, but he is not trained in gunnery 
as a bluejacket is. The hon. Member for 
Great Yarmouth said the naval officer was 
absolutely ignorant of drill. I think that, 
if uncontradicted, would lead to a wrong 
impression, No man is better up in 
battalion drill on board ship than the 
gunnery lieutenant, and many of the 
officers sent on shore in charge of our 
battalions in Cape Town and Natal were 
ex-gunnery officers, who’ were as_ well 
up in drill as the marines. I do not think 
themarine officers believe they are kept out 
of serving on courts-martial by naval 
officers, or think they have any of the 
grievances which exist only in the imagi- 
nation of men who go about our seaport 
towns. 


*Sir_ U. KAY -SHUTTLEWORTH 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe) : I regret that the 
hon. Member for Great Yarmouth should 
have made a comparison between two 
naval officers—one an unnamed but easily 
recognisable officer of marines, the other 
a naval officer whom, in response to an 
appeal from the First Lord, he mentioned 
by name. A more deplorable form of 
putting a strong case before the House 
could scarcely have been selected. But 
the relative status of officers of the 
marines and naval officers, especially 
lieutenants, requires attention from the 
Admiralty. The officers of that splendid 
body, the marines, are not satisfied with 
This is a 





We have always had the best feeling on | source of injury to the efficiency of the 
board our ships between naval officers | service, and may at any time lead to 
and marine officers, The envy and jealousy | serious trouble. ‘The feeling of the marine 
of which the hon. Member has just spoken | officers at the present time is, I believe, 
do not exist. I did not intend to intervene | stronger than it has been for some time. 
in the debate, but | could not hear my |T cannot agree with another part of the 
old mates abused as they have been by | case which was presented to the Committee 
the hon. Member for Devonport. One | by the hon. and gallant Member for Great 
of his remarks was that marines were not | Yarmouth, who seemed to argue that when 
allowed to train as seamen gunners. The | marines were available naval officers and 
bluejacket who trains as a seaman gunner | bluejackets should beexcluded from render- 
must pass a highly technical examination. | ing the services which we have seen them 
It is utterly impossible for a marine to | render during the present war. I think 
learn his drill as a marine and pass such | it would have been a thousand pities if 
an examination. My experience of marine | the gallant naval officers and men of the 


Mr. Macartney. 
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Naval Brigade, who had rendered very 


distinguished service and signal help in, 


the operations which have led to such 
a happy result within the last few hours, 
had been excluded from any share 
in these transactions. I welcome the use 
of naval contingents within reasonable 
limits upon such occasions, for we have 
seen in the Crimea, in the Indian Mutiny, 
and in the more recent wars, what splen- 
did services forces composed of marines 
and bluejackets have been able to render. 
I earnestly trust that this subject. will 
receive the careful attention of the 
present Board of Admiralty. The Board 
has recently undergone some alterations, 
and I have had the pleasure of serving in 
different capacities with the gallant naval 
otticers who sit upon that Board. I may 
say that I have the greatest confidence 
in those officers individually, and I be- 
lieve that they are men who will bring 
unprejudiced minds to bear upon naval 
questions as much as it is possible for 
naval officers to shake themselves free 
from prejudice. There is a_ very 
strong feeling among marine officers 
that their position, their status, and 
their prospects are not satisfactory. It is 
deplorable to think that after we bestow 
so much pains and spend so much money 
upon the training of marine officers 
there is such a poor career before them. 
We see all these unemployed officers, and, 
as the Member for West Belfast pointed 
out, there is only one general officer—an 
exceedingly distinguished and gallant 
ofticer—who has any post of importance. 
He is the one brilliant exception, and a 
very important exception, to the employ- 
ment of such officers in high positions. — | 
do not pretend to suggest” the details for 
a remedy, for I think it would he very 
presumptuous on my part to do so. I 
cannot think, however, that this question 
can rest. where it is, and I do appeal to 
the hon. and gallant Members in this 
House who have served in Her Majesty’s 
Navy, and) move particularly those who 
constitute the present Board ef Admi 
ralty, to pay the greatest attention to 
what they may regard as a sentimental 
grievance. I do not think we ought to 
estimate lightly the importance of a 
gc grievance, though this is also 

practical grievance, for very often a 
inoue’ grievance may have in one of 
Her Majesty's services very far-reaching 
I think it is 
in the best interests of the Navy that this 
subject should receive careful attention, 


{1 Marcu 1900} 


and that there should be no feeling of a 


| remedy. 
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grievance on the part of those ofticers, 
and there should be no want of considera- 
tion for their feelings. [I will not say 
more upon this oceasion. One is rather 
tempted to be led into detail, but 1 have 
purposely resisted the temptation, al- 
though I know that I lay myself open to 
the charge of proposing no specific 
That I would rather leave to 
the Board of Admiralty itself. 


ComMANDER BETHELL (York, E.R., 
Holderness) : My right hon. friend knows 
as well as I do that the real difficulty on 
hoard ship is that there is no occupation 
or employment for marine officers. Some 
years ago it is quite true that a few 
Royal Marine Artillery officers were used 
as gunnery officers, but when scientific 
training came to the front the Naval 
officers naturally determined that it was 
proper that the whole of those important 
duties should be undertaken by those 
officers, and by degrees they set to work 
to undertake their duties, and the marine 
officers were thus deprived of this one 
occupation. That is their profound 
difficulty in this question, and until you 
can find employment for the officers of 
the marines on board ship you will have 
this perpetual difficulty, which I am 
afraid the Admiralty will not be able to 
solve. If the difficulty is as great as my 
hon. and gallant friend the Member for 
West Belfast says it is, then it is only to 
he solved by doing what can now well be 
done, and that is to remove all the 
marines from the ships and employ them 
elsewhere-—which is a_ thing _ that 
everybody connected with the service 
would deplore. That is the one real 
solution of the difficulty. I do not know 
whether the Admiralty have really gone 
into the matter, but when they do I 
quite persuaded that they will come to the 
same conclusion as I have done. 

Mr. GOSCHEN:: There are few ocea- 
sions on which T feel it will be less 
agreeable to take part ina debate than 
upon the present occasion. To my mind 
comparisons are odious, and too many 
comparisons have been made in the course 
of the debate. I wish to bear my own 
testimony to the efticiency of that great 
body the marines. My hon. and gallant 


‘friend has asked me if I am satisfied with 





that efficiency. I have never lost an 
opportunity uf saying that I fully re- 
cognise the value of that force, and I should 
be extremely sorry that .ome difficulties 
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that seem to exist in the force should lead 
hon. Gentlemen to calmly contemplate its 
total reorganisation, and possibly _ its 
separation from the Navy. My _ hon. 
friend the Member for West Belfast 
suggests that such a contingency may 
arise, and that the marines may be estab- 
lished as a separate force; but if that 
does happen they will no leiger. be 
marines, and they will be no longer 
associated with the Navy, with 
its traditions, and with all the 
great glory of the Navy itself. Such 
a course may be forced on the Govern- 
ment at some time, but certainly not 
while | have the honour to represent the 
Navy. It may come about, but if it 
does it will weaken the Navy, it will 
weaken the marines, and will run counter 
to the general spirit in which the Admi- 
ralty wish people to regard the marines. 
My hon. friend the Member for West 
Belfast says that he will be content to 
leave this important matter to the con- 
sideration of a civilian body of six Mem- 
bers. I do not know whether the civilian 
opinion in the House or in the country 
generally would produce a proper Com- 
mission of Inquiry to examine into the 
matter. I should have no objection as a 
civilian to take part in the deliberations 
of such a body, but before I did so I 
should cease to be First Lord of the 
Admiralty. I am, however, convinced 
that a certain amount of professional 
experience besides that of civilian experts 
would be required to conduct such an 
inquiry. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I said I 
would refer the question of justice or 
injustice to any impartial body of 
civilians. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : That question must 
depend largely on the experience of naval 
otticers. People who take up a grievance 
always believe that justice is on their 
side. There is no general standard of 


justice. It is frequently the victory in 
i | 


the contest between rival sides. But 
that is only a suggestion of the hon. 
Member. I wish to say at once that, 
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a matter of discipline. My hon. and gal- 
lant friend the Member for Great Yar- 
mouth has made two speeches with 
reference to the marines. If I were a 
marine I think I should prefer to trust 
my case to some less enthusiastic advo- 
cate than the hon. and gallant Member, 
because he allows himself to be carried 
away with enthusiasm. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: And knowledge. 
Mr. GOSCHEN: Yes, an exaggera- 


tion of his own knowledge. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: No, the knowledge 


of the service and forty years of study. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: Ido not think the 
hon. and gallant Member could exagge- 
rate the extent of his knowledge. Ina 
speech he made the other night my 
hon. and gallant friend — found 
fault with me because I alluded in 
my statement to the present standard of 
the Marines ; but surely this is a matter 

of interest that the public would like to 
know. The standard of the Guards is 5 
ft. 7 in., that of the Marines is 5 ft. 7} in. 
so that, notwithstanding the grievances 
of the marines and the alleged injustice 
under which they suffer, [am glad to say 
that not only have we secured all the 
recruits we desired in the past year, but 
we have been able to raise the standard 
a half-inch beyond the standard of the 
Guards. Asregards the Royal Marine Light 
Infantry, we have been able to maintain the 
standard at 5 ft. 7in. I hope this great 
corps will still be a popular corps. 
Though certain disadvantages have been 
picked out here and there, still the ad- 
vantages connected with it are such that 
men will still be attracted to this branch ot 
the _ service. The marines are as 
numerous, as well trained, and I believe, 
on the whole, as contented, to judge by 
‘the number of men who flock to the ranks, 
as they have been at any time. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL: Is there any 
| dithiculty about marine officers ? 


| Mr. GOSCHEN: Iam glad my hon. 





while I am most anxious to deal with the | and gallant friend has alluded to that 
marines in a manner perfectly satisfactory | point, because it is one of the most curious 
to them, so long as I am First Lord of | incidents in the natural history of griev- 
the Admiralty | will not undertake to | ances that, while it is pointed out that 
hand over to any body of inquiry a great | marine officers have so few hopes and so 
question of discipline affecting any part | little future, we are getting as fine (and, 
of the forces [ represent. I am certain it | indeed, a finer) set of young fellows to 
will not do to have any such inquiry into | enter the marine service as we have ever 


Mr. Goschen. 
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done. When the examinations take place | 
at Woolwich and Sandhurst we have | 
great satisfaction in seeing how many | 
officers volunteer for the marines. I will | 
frankly say, however, it is undoubtedly a | 
weak point in the marine service that | 
there are so few commands for the senior | 
ofticers. I feel that. The great dift- | 
culty is how to remedy it. But can we 
remedy it by taking over the coaling 
stations? That is one panacea—to revo- | 
lutionise the whole system in order to 
tind a few more commands for a certain | 
number of marine officers. To do that it 
would be necessary so much to increase the 
force of the marines that possibly the 
proportion of commands to the number 
of officers would not be so much greater 
than at present. Ihave resisted this new 
principle, and shall continue to do so. It 
is said, Why not increase the marines by 
10,000 men? But should we then be 
able to keep up the present high standard ? 
I want to keep the numbers of the 
marines within such limits that there 
shall be no deterioration in the physique | 
of the men, and that we shall be) 
able to eontinue to point to the marines as 
one of the finest forces in the country. 
I have not seen the remedy, but when- 
ever it is in the power of the Admiralty 
to do anything in order to secure military | 
employment for the lieutenant-colonels, | 
the majors, and the higher officers in the | 
marine service, I shall look upon it as : 
paramount duty to further such appoint- 
ments as far as I can. Whenever the 
services of marine officers are asked for 
other departments—and_ they are om 
asked for in Egypt, at the Cape, and : 
home—— 


| 


| and 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER : By the | 
Navy ? 
Mr. GOSCHEN: The Navy cannot 


employ a lieutenant-colonel. There are 
no employments for lieutenant-colonels of 
the marines beyond those which exist at | 
our ports. The Navy has no higher em- 
ployment for them, and I do not know 
how they can have unless by revolu- | 
tionising the whole system of the corps. 
Things being as they are, however, cer- 
tainly every effort ought to be made, if | 
not by the Navy, yet by the Army, 
to secure employment for them. That is | 


a thing [have very much at heart, and 
when I saw the necessity in the country 
generally for ofticers [ immediately placed 
myself in communication with the War 
Uttice 


to secure immediate employ- 
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different part of the subject. 


/every great body belonging to the 
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ment for a number of officers of 
high rank in the marines in the Army. 
iI only mention that to show that, so far 
from being indifferent to the claims of the 
marines, the Admiralty are anxious to do 
all they can, without breaking up the pre- 
sent system, to show their appreciation of 
the officers of the corps. I pass to a 
From the 
observations that have been made in some 
quarters, it is thought that the marines 


have no representation at the Admiralty ; 


the Deputy-Adjutant- 
seneral, and if hon. Members think that 
this officer cannot see the First Lord 
when he desires they are very much mis- 
taken. I shall always be glad to hear 
from any representative of the marines 
what their grievances are and what they 
desire should be done. In no depart- 


but they have 


'ment at the Admiralty is there any diffi- 


culty of direct access either to the First 
Lord or to the Lords of the Admiralty. 
I always encourage the representatives of 
Ad- 
miralty to be absolutely frank in their 
statements, and to communicate with the 
First Lord whenever they desire to do so. 
I now turn to the argument of my hon. 
and gallant friend the Member for Great 
Yarmouth. I cannot help regretting that 
in order to make good his case the hon. 
and gallant Member selected two indi- 
vidual cases of officers, one in the Marines 
and one in the Navy, in order, as it were, 
to run the claim of one against the other. 


*Sm JOHN COLOMB: I introduced 
the cases in order to illustrate the 
different kinds of training and fitness for 
* | special work. A Marine Artillery officer 
a naval lieutenant might meet each 
other in the presence of the enemy on 
shore, but the one by training is superior 
to the other. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : But how did the hon. 
| and gallant Member select his case ? Why 
in regard to the Navy he took what he 
himself calls the weakest case he could 
possibly find. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: Certainly, I 


| did. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The hon. Member 
selected the highest case on the side of 
the marines and the weakest case on the 
side of the Navy, with the object of con- 
trasting the training of the twomen. He 
did not mention the name, but he has 
said enough to tell anyone who the man 
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was. But why did the hon. Member not 

select a gunnery lieutenant? The com- | 
parison is not only utterly unjust, but it | 
is caleulated to mislead the House, because | 
the case put forward is an exceptional | 
case. The most substantial part of | 
my hon. friend’s argument, however, | 
is that no naval officers and no bDlue- | 
jackets ought to have been landed 
until every marine and every marine| 
officer on board ship had been exhausted. 

If that course had been taken it would not | 
only have been a terrible disappointment | 
to everyone connected with the Navy, but | 
to the country at large. The country has | 
been glad to see the bluejackets on shore. | 
Comparisons are odious, and it pains me | 
to have to meet some of the points my | 
hon. friend has brought forward. But | 
there is no doubt that even on shore, 

whether they have or have not technical | 
knowledge of land warfare, the bluejacket, . 
wherever he had been, has distinguished 

himself, and has shown that he is a 

worthy man to fight on shore side by side | 
with the soldier. I do not for a moment | 
depreciate the value of the marines or | 
their officers ; but it isa matter of history | 
that in the Crimean War, in the Indian 

Mutiny, and in Egypt the bluejacket on 

shore has secured the admiration of all | 
military officers. 


*Sm JOHN COLOMB: Hear, hear! | 


Mr. GOSCHEN: Yes, but my hon. 
friend would not have landed one of 
them ; he wanted to leave them fretting 
in their ships while men were going to the 
front, and he little understands the 
temper of the bluejacket when he says 
this, for they would have felt it with an 
equal degree of intensity if they had been 
left out, especially when the Army autho- 
rities asked for a Naval Brigade. ‘The 
authorities did wot ask specially for the 
marines for the guns; they asked for 
what is known in history as a Naval 
Brigade, bluejackets as well as marines. 
My hon. friend thought that the safety of | 
the ships was jeopardised —— ; | 
*Sm JOHN COLOMB: Hear, hear! | 


Mr. GOSCHEN : In what way? My | 
hon. and gallant friend wisely does not | 
reply. 

*Str JOHN COLOMB: By taking the | 
seamen out of them. : | 

Mr. GOSCHEN: But in their parti- 
cular position how were those ships 
jeopardised ? 

Mr. Goschen, v 


| 








{COMMONS} 





*Sirn JOHN COLOMB: Because the 


|ships depend for their seagoing ability 


upon having certain naval officers and a 
certain number of seamen, and no more 
are carried in a ship than are necessary 
for its sea efficiency. There are no more 
naval officers than are necessary, and 
therefore I say that if you diminish by 
sending on shore any proportion of these 
naval officers and men you are crippling 
the ships for their seagoing husiness. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The hon. and gallant 
Member says by doing this we are 
crippling our ships for their seagoing 
business. At that moment we were not 
at war—{Opposition laughter.|—why do 
hon. Members opposite laugh? At that 
moment if we had been at war with a 
sea Power, and if an idea had prevailed 
that a hostile fleet would sweep down 
upon us, then the case would have been 
different. As a general rule, and in 
ordinary circumstances, I should le 
reluctant to sce many officers and men 
taken out of their ships. A certail 
amount of pressure has been exercised in 
order to secure that too many men ail 
officers should not go to the*front ; but 
the circumstances in the early stages of 
the war were absolutely exceptional. The 
hon. Member asks about the cases of the 
“Terrible” and the * Powerful.” The 
“Terrible” was going out to China, and 
the “Powerful” was coming home. 
When the emergency arose it was thought 
to be wise to let them go to the Cape on 
their way. They arrived in the nick of 
time. The “Powerful” came froni 
Mauritius, having there embarked half a 


| battalion, and carried the men to Durban, 


where they were most welcome, Then the 
ship went to the Cape, and matters had 
become more and more serious when the 
“ Terrible” arrived on her way to China. 
The military and local authorities asked 
that the vessels should be detained. The 
Admiralty were anxious for them to pro- 
ceed to their stations; but in view of 
their large crews and the large number of 
guns which they carried, the local 
authorities regarded them as a protection, 
and that protection they had not yet been 
willing to forego. 

*Sir JOHN COLOMB: It is localising 
the Fleet. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : Yes, and the Admir 
alty will localise the Fleet when it 's 
necessary. The high-level principles of 
the hon. and yallant Gentleman would not 
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allow the Navy to lend a hand to the 
Army in an emergency. According to the 
hon. and gallant Member’s scientific 
principles of Imperial defence, these ships 
would be at home or in China. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: No. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Then the hon. Mem- 
ber would wish them to stay where they 
were and wait till the marines landed had 
returned ; Captain Lambton should not 
have gone to Ladysmith, and Captain 
Scott should not have become com- 
mandant at Durban. 


*Sin JOHN COLOMB: No. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The hon. Member 
has said over and over again that the 
naval officers ought not to be landed until 
all the marines had been sent. 


*Sin JOHN COLOMB: The point 
which the right hon. Gentleman is missing 
is that the first question for consideration 
is the efficiency and readiness for sea of 
Her Majesty’s ships. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: That is the high- 
level doctrine, but it is not the doctrine 
which any Government or Admiralty 
would follow when the country is in need 
of seamen. According to the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman, Captain Lambton 
would not have taken his guns up to 
Ladysmith just in the nick of time. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I said that a 
subaltern of marine infantry and a detach- 
ment of marine infantry were quite equal 
to that work, and that the ship should 
not have been deprived of her captain 
and several naval officers to do the work 
of a marine officer. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The captain is the 
otticer to whom the men look for orders ; 
it is he who puts all the “go ” into the 
ship ; it ishe who is trusted by the men on 
shore and by the military authorities ; it 
is he who can say, “I will take those 
guns up, railway or no railway, and they 
shall be there in time.” A sub-lieutenant 
of marines, notwithstanding his science, 
could not have done that which has been 
done by the naval officers. The captain 
of the ship is the man to whom everyone 
looks in an emergency; he it is who 
knows every man in the ship—marines as 
well as seamen, As to the argument that 
the ships were rendered not efficient to 
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go to sea, there was no probability of 
t 
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their being required to do so. I agree 
that the hon. and gallant Member's 
doctrine is good doctrine, but it is not 
applicable in the particular case. There 
was no enemy within 7,000 miles. I will 
frankly admit that if there were a war 
elsewhere, if there were hostile cruisers 
about, and a chance of the ships being re- 
quired to act, then, strong as the desire 
of the officers and the bluejackets might 
be to assist the troops on shore, I should 
endeavour to put a restraining hand upon 
that desire, because their ships would be 
the proper place forthem. The hon. and 
gallant Member has asked for a declara- 
tion of policy on my part; that is the 
declaration. In all cases the interests of 
the ships must be considered first. In 
the case of the South African war that 
consideration did not arise ; and it would 
be a great disappointment to the Navy 
if they did not get some chance, 
on these occasions, to emulate the 
deeds of William Peel in the 
Indian Mutiny or of the Naval 


| Brigade in the Crimea. While I] make 


some concessions to the hon. and gallant 
Member, I hope the hon. and gallant 
Member will make some concession to the 
spirit and traditions of the Navy, and not 
insist that they should remain at port 
doing nothing, though they see their 
friends and comrades going to the front, 
and though they know that they can 
handle the guns as well as the marines, 
and that they would be welcomed by the 
troops. As to the regulations on the sub- 
ject, a great deal is left, and must be left, 
to the Admiral on the spot. The 
Admiral must decide whether marines 
or bluejackets, or both, and in what 
proportions, shall go to the front. No 
regulations ean be issued which will bind 
the Admiral as to details. I would point 
out in answer to another question which 
has been put to me that as regards 
general instructions as to sea or shore 
there is this diftieulty—it is half shore 
and half sea. Every expedition differs 
so much in character that it is very difli- 
cult for us to lay down any general 
principle to guide the Admirals in every 
case. I frankly say that it is a pleasure 
to me when some responsibility can be 
placed on marine officers. Although, 


apparently, a senior officer was afterwards 
appointed to the Naval Brigade, I am 
glad that Major Marchant was appointed 
to the command of the force on the 
Modder River, and I know that both 
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bluejackets and marines heartily approve 
of the course that was taken in that case. 
My hon. and gallant friend thought that 
on the whole, though he did not exactly 
say so, it is the marine artillerists who 
are more scientific than the naval 
gunners. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: Their training 
is longer, more special, and more 
scientific. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I feel regret at! 
having to speak at all on the subject of | 
comparisons, but I would point out to my 
hon. and gallant friend that it was a | 
naval officer who invented the gun car- | 
riage for the shore guns. According to | 
my hon. and gallant friend, Captain Percy | 
Scott ought to have remained on board | 
the “ Powerful” looking after men who 
had got nothing to do because they were 
not going to sea, and ought not to have | 
interfered with the business on shore. | 
Both portions of the service are deserving | 
of every admiration on the part of the 
country ; they fought well together, and 
there is much less jealousy either on 
board a man-of-war or on shore than one | 
would think from the speeches we have 
heard. Moreover, hon. Members speak 
as if the position of the marine has gone 
back ; but the position of the marine in| 
the esteem of his brother officers, and on 
board a man-of-war, has improved. I 
hope that will continue, and I hope we 
may still be able to secure the services of | 
such admirable young officers as I am | 
glad to say we are getting. I have 
the position of the marines deeply at | 
heart. But it is an extremely difficult 
matter. Ido not wish to offer the Com- 
mittee any promises or vague words in | 
order to gain applause or persuade any- | 
body from giving the vote that he would 
like to give, because I see difficulties in 
every direction. But I will continue to | 
give my attention to the general question | 
of the marines with pleasure, although I | 
cannot pledge myself to any particular | 
measure or to any such wide revolutionary 
change as has been sketched out by my | 
hon. friend the Member for West Belfast. | 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I thought 


Thad a case, but I am certain of it now. 
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I really never did hear from a Minister 
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my hon. and gallant friend, but I challenge 
those who heard that speech to say that 
the right hon. Gentleman has met in any 
degree the statements which were made. 
With all respect to tbe right hon. Gentle- 
man, I must say that he has said a great 
deal which I feel is “playing to the 
gallery.” The right hon. Gentleman 
has not made in one single particular an 
answer to the gravamen of the charge we 
brought against the Admiralty. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that he is 
responsible for the discipline of the Navy, 
and he does his work exceedingly well ; 
but he asks us to go a little further, for 
he says that he cannot be shaken in his 
view about the discipline of the Navy by 
anything that has been said outside. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: In regard to a board 


of civilians. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: [ask the 
Committee to look at the facts as they 
are. Look at the cases we have had 
before us in this House over and over 
again. Take the case of the engineers. 
They have great and powerful organisa- 
tions and influence outside, and the 
engineering trade is a great organised 
force, and what happens? Why, session 


‘after session we have had concessions 


made to them by the Admiralty. And 
why? Is it because the engineers ask 
for them? Nota bitof it. Is it because 


the Admiralty are anxious to do them 


some service ? Possibly that may be the 
case ; but does anybody in this Committee 
believe that if these powerful organisations 
had not brought pressure to bear on the 
Admiralty, concession after concession 
would have been made to the engineer- 
ing branch? Take, for instance, the 
Medical Service in the Navy. They 


also have great outside influences. 
| There are the great organisations 
of the medical profession, which 


are ably represented in this House, 
and which are powerfully represented 
in the country, with the result that year 
after year we have seen the status of the 
medical profession in the Navy improve, 
and their complaints have been attended 
to. My right hon. friend says he resents 
these comparisons. That is a very fair 
statement, no doubt, but he assumes that 
you start from an equality. There are 





so extraordinary a defence as the right | some 35,000 in the competent ranks of 
hon. Gentleman has stated here to-night. the Navy, and 18,500 in the competent 
There were. very few hon. Members in’ ranks of the Royal Marines, but am I to 
the House who listened to the speech of be told that the power of influencing the 

Mr. Goschen. 
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Government at the disposal of the Royal | on the active list, and the equivalent 
Marines and the naval branches of Her | of the multitudinous generals in the 
Majesty's service are equal? We know; Army. It is trifling with the Com- 
they are not. There are seventy-three mittee and the public to say that that 
admirals, thirty-five of whom are on the , officer comes to him with the same weight 
active list ; all of them are men of high ; of authority as is possessed by any of the 
social position, and who doubtless deserve | high officers in the engineering or naval 
the influence they possess, but their plead- , branches of the Navy. I have not had a 
ings are on behalf of the Navy. The Royal | reply yet to the very simple query I 
Marines are without a voice to plead for | put, whether it is reasonable to suppose 
them. They have no organisations simi- that a service can be satisfactory with the 
lar to those of the engineers or the medical prospect held out to the Royal Marines. 
profession, and they have no social in- | Take any other profession in the world— 
fluence such as that which is prominent the business man, the clergyman, the sol- 
in this country on behalf of the Army | dier, the sailor, the tinker, or the tailor— 
and on behalf of the naval branch of the , the man who enters these professions has 
service. They have no representative on | the possibility of rising to the top; but 
the Admiralty board. | the Royal Marines is the one branch of 
Her Majesty’s Services in which there is 

Mr. GOSCHEN: I have seen the | 20 chance whatever of rising to the top. 
Adjutant-General of the Royal Marines | The right hon. Gentleman tells us that he 
and discussed matters with him. is very charitable to the marines, and that 
if he can induce the Colonial Office or the 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The right War Office to offer them appointments he 

hon. Gentleman says he has seen this | ng aes 
gentleman. I have seen him too. I have 
seen the office he sits in. I have com-| Mr. GOSCHEN: I want to give the 
pared the comfortable throne on which | marines as full opportunity for employ- 
my right hon. friend sits in his hand-! ment as possible. Will my right hon. 
somely furnished room at the Admiralty friend tell us whether he wants to put a 
which is his due—and I have compared Jieutenant-colonel of marines as captain 
it with the dismal “two-pair-back” in of a war-ship ? I know there are capable 
Northumberland Avenue in which the men in the Royal Marines, and I have 
Adjutant General of the Marines is com-| told the hon. Gentleman that I would 
pelled_ to transact his business. I say help them, not to get rid of them, but 

there is no comparing the social rank and | with a wish to serve them. 
influence ng Adjutant General and the | 
occupants of the Admiralty. The First ' : earn p 
hed said that when the Adjutant | *Mk. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I recognise 
General comes into his office he is re-| the right hon. Gentleman’s good wishes, 
ceived with the courtesy he gives to every- | but surely he has given his whole case 
one. I am sure of that, and that the | away in the very statement he has made. 
representatives of the  stokers, the | | want him to give the Royal Marine 
engineers, and of the “sick | bay | 4: * Si ee ae 
stewards” would be received with the cee ‘he. samme iggnhe~enoai ig 
sume courtesy ; but that is a mere trifling | offered its 4 spl —— wetness 
with the subject. | Majesty’s Service. The First Lord says 
| that he wants to do them a good turn 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Mere talk. ‘and that he recommends them to the 
Admiralty for employment on the staff in 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The right | India and for posts in the colonies. I say 
hon. Gentleman says that what I am | that is an accident of the system, and is 
stating is mere talk ; but I maintain that , outside the system, and that you must 
the First Lord is in an absolutely and | alter the system to better the result. 
totally different position from this non-|It is not the eternal law of nature 
combatant and only general of a that officers commanding 18,500 troops 
force of 18,500 men—he is, it appears, | should be debarred from any advance- 
the correlative and equivalent of ment in. their profession. You may 
thirty-five admirals out of seventy-three allow them to become gunnery inspectors, 
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as they used to be; members of the 
Ordnance Committee, or to take charge 
of naval stations abroad. But that | 
is not my point. If you encourage a | 
system which is radically unsound you 
ean only have unsound fruit from that 
system, and I cannot admit that there is 
anything eternal in an unjust system. 
No, Sir, I am not content with 
the right hon. Gentleman’s explanation. 
I feel strongly about this question, not 
because I am disloyal in any way to the 
administration of the Navy, but because I 
hold that it is in the interest of the Navy 
and of the nation that this state of things 
should be altered. My right hon. friend 
laughs at me. I do not regard his gibes 
about my talking of principles which I 
said were eternal. He said they were 
not eternal; but I do think there is a 


{COMMONS} 





certain elementary concession which 
should be made to what is just and fair | 
in all professions. I appeal to the com- | 
mon sense of the House when I say that | 
there is no class of professional men whose 
members would be content with the 
professional outlook of the officers of the 
Royal Marines. No other officers in Her 
Majesty’s Service would be content, or 
ought to be content, with the humiliation 
to which the Roval Marine officers are 
subjected by not being allowed to sit on 
a court-martial in which their own men 
and brother-officers are put upon their 
trial, and being debarred from the prizes 
of their own profession. I put aside all 
the trimmings of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s address, and maintain that when 
his reply is examined in a cold, scientific 
light, that reply absolutely crumbles away. 
I do not think he considered rightly, or 
read carefully, what has been said by my 
hon. and gallant friend the Member for 
Great Yarmouth. It is very rarely that 
any expression of opinion in regard to 
the position and prospects of the Royal 
Marines is ever heard in this House ; but 
by a series of accidents and chances I have 
been able tomake myself familiar with what 
is passing in the minds of many officers in 
the Royal Marine force ; and with that 
knowledge in my mind I could not forbear 
taking thisopportunity of putting theircase 
before the Committee. I have the greatest 
possible confidence in the goodwill of the 
right hon. Gentleman, and I am sure when 
he said he would give a helping hand toa 
stray marine officer, he meant it ; but if 
it is true that the Navy cannot employ 





the officers of the Royal Marines ; if it is 
Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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true that the present system excludes them 


from the prizes of their profession, then I 


maintain that you must alter that system. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
We must not take the hon. Member for 
West Belfast too seriously. I have 
listened to his long and interesting, but, 
as I thought, not very relevant speech, 
and as he went on I sympathised with 
him more and more. The First Lord has 
replied to him, and an admiral has 
interrupted him; and if that is not 
enough to put the hon. Member for 
West Belfast out of temper, I do not 
know what would. His case, so far as I 
could understand it through the multitude 
of words in which it was enshrouded, 
was this: that a marine officer has a 
grievance because he cannot hope to rise 
to the top of his profession, which I 


‘understand to be a_lieutenant-colonel 


sitting on a stool in a * second -floor-back ” 
in Northumberland Avenue. But the 
hon. Member knows a man who has risen 
to the top of his profession ; he has seen 
him ; he has talked with him, and there- 
fore it is not the fact that a marine 
officer cannot rise to the top of his pro- 
fession. It isa mistake to suppose that 
people will not enter a profession unless 
they hope to rise to the top. Does 
the hon. Gentlemin himself expect 
to become the Leader of the House? He 
does not; yet he stays in the 
House, and is an ornament to _ it. 
We are very proud of having him here, 
and at times we listen to his disquisitions 
on the eternal unfitness of things with 
some interest, and even with some im- 
patience. Now, the hon. Gentleman com- 
plains that the Royal Marines were not 
landed in South Africa to take part in the 
war; but they have been landed. And 
of all the troops engaged in the war there 
are none who have so distinguished them- 
selves as the gallant corps of Royal 
Marines, which at the battle of Graspan 
lost half their number and two-thirds of 
their officers in storming the hill V 
there is a grievance at all, it is that the 
First Lord has not got the permission of 
Lord Methuen or Sir Redvers Buller to 
publish the despatch relating to the 
gallant action of the marines at Graspan, 
and which he has got in his pocket. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Oh! 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then will 
the right hon. Gentleman allow me to 
publish it? The right hon. Gentleman 
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knows that he sent that despatch to me 
in confidence, and if he will permit me | 
will send it to The Times to-morrow. 
That is the only grievance that the hon. 
Member for West Belfast has got. Surely 
the hon. Gentleman knows that Her 
Majesty’s Navy is composed of ships, and 
that these ships must be commanded by 
naval officers; and if it is necessary to 
have marines on board, these are only an 
auxiliary force, and must be there under 
the naval officers. But that does not 
make their position intolerable. <A 
marine officer is most valuable, but, like 
every housemaid, he must be kept in his 
place ; and [ am sure that his place is 
not on the bridge, or on a court-martial. 
I do not think that any injustice is done 
to the marines, and there are any amount 
of gentlemen who go jato the marine 
service and distinguish themselves. I do 


not believe there is anything like the | 
widespread dissatisfaction which we are | 


always hearing of from the hon. Gentle- 
man among the marine officers at all; 
and I think that the First Lord has very 
completely, perhaps too completely, 
answered the case, and dwelt too much 
on the great storm in the teacup raised 
by the hon. Member. I heard the protest 
of my hon. and gallant friend the Member 
for Great Yarmouth, who stated his case 
with considerable ability, and I heard 
that case also set forth at very con- 
siderable length by the hon. Member for 
West Belfast, and I confess that I am 
unable to see any real tangible grievance 
which the marine officers have to com- 
plain of. I have been on battleships, and 
have heard as much grumbling from the 
naval officers as from the marine officers. 
I know that the marine officers get better 
treated at an early age than the naval 
officers; they have not to say their 
prayers and do their washing in public. 
My belief is that the marine officers have 
fewer grievances than the naval officers ; 
and I cannot help thinking that my hon. 
friend does them an ill-service in coming 
to this House and complaining of the un- 
governable tyranny of the First Lord, 
and invoking in their name abstract 
justice, which I believe to be equally in- 
applicable to the marine officer as to his 
other professional brothers. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I think every 
hon. member of the Committee will say 
that I am entitled to a reply. I am 
quite satisfied with the debate. I 
am sure that if anybody will take the 
rouble to read what has been said to- 
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night on the one side and the other, he 

must come to the conclusion that my 
| right hon. friend the First Lord had no 
case, or he would have made better points 
than he did in his reply. In the first 
place, he has put into a subordinate 
position my main contention, which is, 
that in the absence of any principle in the 
Admiralty regulations, the ships of Her 
Majesty's Navy are imperilled by the 
practice of sending those of their comple- 
ments on shore who can be least spared 
from the ships, and leaving aboard those 
who can be best spared. I[ should have 
thought that the First Lord, who is 
responsible for the Navy, would have 
regarded that as I have regarded it, as the 
vital point of the question. The griev- 
ances of marine officers are not, in public 
importance, to be compared with that 
broad fact. The right hon. Gentleman 
has never denied that the ships were made 
inefficient by landing these numerous 
naval officers and seamen instead of 
marines. His case is that there was no 
enemy, or that if there had been an 
enemy, he would have been 7,000 miles 
off. Would he? Were there not foreign 
cruisers in the Indian Ocean at the time, 
and in the South Atlantic ? And what use 
would Her Majesty’s ship “ Powerful” 
have been, with her captain and her com- 
bative officers locked up in Ladysmith and 
elsewhere, if European complications had 
arisen, and these foreign cruisers had 
swooped down on our South African 
ships ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : There were plenty 


to look after her. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: If that is so I 
hope my right hon. friend will not object 
to give a Return showing the comple- 
ment of the “ Powerful” and “ Terrible,” 
and the rest of the squadron, and 
the condition it was in at different 
dates. [I cannot understand how 
marine officers specially qualified for 
service on shore were sent on board ship 
and young naval officers were despatched 
to the front. My right hon. friend says 
that the naval officers and seamen could 
not stand being cooped up on board ship 
while their comrades went to the front. 
, But have the marine officers and men not 
| the same feelings as the naval officers and 
|seamen? Were the marine officers and 

marines of the “ Terrible” not cooped up 
‘in the ship while their comrades went to 
'the front ? I am absolutely and entirely 
satisfied with the debate, and I conside 
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that my case has been made ont so 
clearly to the Committee that I will not 
put the Committee to the trouble to go 
to a division, and I ask leave to withdraw 
my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Stir FORTESCUE 
Before this Vote is taken, there is one sug- 
gestion which I should like to bring to 
the attention of my right hon. friend, and 
that is as to affimprovement in the con- 
dition of the stokers. It is very satis- 
factory to note from the statement of my 
right hon. friend that the increase in the 
Navy which he desired has practically 
been made, but he will not deny that 


there is a certain difficulty in getting a | 


sufficient and adequate supply of stokers. 
The stoking branch of the Navy is one of 
ever increasing importance, especially by 
reason of the greater complexity of the 
Belleville boilers. My right hon. friend 
himself will be the first to admit that the 
complexity of this improved machinery 
requires considerably greater skill on the 
part of the stokers, and also greater 
training to make them efficient. No 
improvement in the position of the 
stokers in the N 
very considerable time. When _ blue- 
jackets after twelve years service re- 
engage, they receive an increase in pay 
amounting to 2d. per day. No such 
increase or any corresponding advantage | 


{COMMONS} 


FLANNERY : | 


avy has been made for a | 
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was raised from fifty vears to fifty-five a 
-few vears ago, when diftticulties were ex- 
| perienced in obtaining a sutticient number 
of engineers. The age has since been re- 
duced to fifty-three, and I would urge on 
my right hon. friend the advantage of 
further reducing it to fifty, because it 
would increase the flow of promotion and 
would make the service far more attrac- 
tive by holding forth to engineers the 
prospect of optional retirement at such an 
age as would enable them to take lucra- 
tive civilian employment. The last point 
I wish to mention is in connection with 
Keyham College. The officer in charge of 
itis usually one who is about to retire, and 
the position is regarded in the service 
as one preliminary to retirement. Having 
regard to the importance of that training 
college for young engineers about to enter 
‘Her Majesty’s Fleet, I do urge that the 

class of officer who should be placed in 

charge of it is not a man whose career of 
‘active service is about to close, but a man 
who has the best part of his career before 
him, who has a future to look forward to, 
and who would regard this important 
educational appointment as 2 stepping 
stone to even a more important position 
in Her Majesty’s Service. The officer 
should be of the rank of post captain 

‘ather than of the rank of commander. 
If this reform were accepted by the 
| Admiralty I think it would do much to 
'inspirit the students and impart to them 
that energy which is so desirable, having 


1 


is given to stokers, and the suggestion | : nee 
that I would make, for the consideration | 7¢gard to the very important positions 
of the Admiralty, is that stokers should | Which they are destined to fill in Her 
have the same advantages as blue- | Majesty’s Service. I hope these sugges- 
jackets. They are drilled to make | tions, made in a very loyal spirit to the 
hemselves useful on deck, and they are | Admiralty—suggestions which do not 
rained also to take upon themselves | manate solely from myself, but which 
in time of need the duties of bluejackets, |I happen to know are regarded in the 
and in every respect a stoker is as | Service as important—will receive the 
efficient a unit ina ship’s company as a | @ttention which, in my opinion, they 
seaman, and if the same advantages were | rightly deserve. 

given to both it would be an additional) Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
attraction and would bea very substantial Wansbeck): Before this Vote is taken, 
inducement to recruits to join this par- there are one or two matters which I wish 
ticular class. There are also considera- | to bring to the attention of the Financial 
tions in connection with the engineers | Secretary to the Admiralty. Last year 
which have not yet been mentioned, and | I called attention to the grievances of the 
which I think deserve the attention of the | engine-room artificers. I admit of late 
Admiralty. Formerly a chief engineer | something has been done to improve their 
was able to retire at the age of fifty. status, by granting them the opportunity 








Now a man may obtain lucrative civilian of qualifying as warrant officers, but the 

employment at fifty years of age, whereas | number is still very small, and the oppor 

he may be quite unable to obtain it if he | tunities of promotion open to these very 

leaves Her Majesty's Service at the age_of | efficient men are very few indeed. Under 

fifty-five. ‘The age of optional retirement ‘ the regulations, as they now stand, a man 
Sir John Colomb, 
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must be thirty-five years of age and have, by the end of the financial year. 1 
eleven years confirmed service before he | would wish to know how the scheme in- 
is entitled to qualify for the post of | troduced last year, whereby apprentices 
warrant officer. I take it that it is the | were entered to be specially trained for 
desire of the Admiralty to attract young | naval shipwrights, is working. Last year 
men to this very important branch of the | 150 entries were provided for, and this 
Navy. Suppose a young man enters this year it is contemplated entering 320 more. 
particular branch at the age of twenty- | I have searched the Estimates very care- 
one, he may have thirteen years con-| fully to endeavour to find out how many 
firmed service, but not having reached | of the 150 asked for last year have been 
thirty-five, he is unable, under the regu- | secured, and I must confess, owing to the 
lations, to qualify for the position of | way in which the matter is set_out, it is 
warrant officer; whereas another man, very difficult to find out the exact num- 
who enters the service three years later | ber. Personally, I do not think that 
and is older, is entitled to qualify for the | more than twenty were secured, but per- 
position of warrant officer after eleven | haps the hon. Gentleman would give us 





years service. This constitutes a very 


serious grievance among the engine-room | 


artificers in the service, and I think that 
it is a very reasonableyrequest on their 
part that any man, irrespective of age, 


: | 
who has ten years confirmed service to | 


his credit, should be entitled to qualify 
for the position of warrant officer. I hope 
something in this direction 


gent part of the service. 
they are justly entitled to claim is that 
better mess accommodation should be 


will be | 
done, in order to satisty a very intelli- | 
Another thing 


the exact figure, and then we could form 

an idea of the possibility of securing 320 
more. I note that some concession is to 
be made to that very deserving class, the 
naval domestics, though no details are 
given. I feel bound to bring up again 
the question of chief petty officers’ pen- 
sions. This question was pressed very 
strongly by Lord Charles Beresford, who 
spoke, of course, with great authority on 
it, and I think an undertaking was given 
| that the matter would be considered. 








Mr. GOSCHEN : It was considered. 


Mr. KEARLEY: I know when the 
right hon. Gentleman says he will con- 
, sider a question he really means that he 
for any human being. It was an open | will consider it, and I should he glad to 
box like a horse-box, with a coal-shute | know what decision has been come to. 
running down the centre, and when coal | [I desire to associate myself with the 
was being taken in, tables had to be | appeal which has been made with regard 
removed and the coal shot down through | to the stokers. Not only are they the 
the centre of the very place where the | worst paid, but they are the hardest 
men had to take their food. It is un-| worked. They do not get the concessions 
reasonable to expect that men in the | Which seamen get on re-engaging, nor do 
position of engine-room artificers should | they get the progressive pay of the sea- 
have to put up with such a condition of | men’s branch. I think the time has come 
things as that. I hope the First Lord of | when all these matters might be con- 
the Admiralty will be able to see his way sidered. I should also like to know, 
to give attention to these two grievances. without going into any detail, whether a 
Again, I am sure that the engine-room | decision has been come to as to giving 
artificers who are entitled to leave the | warrant officers improved fleet rank. 


service would, if inducements were offered | *Mr. MACARTNEY : With regard 
4 aie MR, 2 £ : Qe to 
to them, gladly continue in it. Nodoubt | the question of the re-engagement of 


there is great difficulty in getting men of | stokers, there is nothing in the circum- 
such experience and ability as those men | stances of the case to induce the Ad- 


have, and it would be well if some slight | miralty to depart from the decision which 
inducement was offered to them to con- 


: : : | was communicated to the House on a 
tinue in the service. I hope we shall | previous occasion. As to the desirability 
have a reply on these matters. | of the earlier retirement of engineer offi- 

Mr. KEARLEY: The statement of | cers, I quite agree with my hon. friend 
the First Lord of the Admiralty set forth | that it might be desirable from the per 
that recruiting generally was very satis- | sonal point of view of the engineer offi- 
factory, and that he expected that the ‘cers in order to secure for themselves 
total number would be probably reached’ positions in civil ‘life, but at the same 


provided for them. I had an opportunity 
recently of going over some of the vessels 
in the Navy, and certainly the room in 
which these men met for mess was not fit 
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have to consider — the 
absolute requirements of the — ser- 
vic, and [ am _ afraid it is 
at present impossible to hold out any hope 
that the Admiralty can assent to an 
earlier retirement, though I am sure the 
question is not absent from the minds of 
the Admiralty, and that they would be 
disposed to look upon it in a more favour- 
able light if an opportunity occurred. 
Then with regard to the head of Keyham 
College I am not prepared to contradict 
my hon. friend in his geucral proposition, 
but I do not think it applies in all cases. 
[ think in one or two instances officers 
have proceeded from Keyham College to 
other important positions. I can assure 
my hon. friend that it is the desire of the , 


time we 


Admiralty to secure tor Keyham College | 
a naval officer in whom the utmost reli- 
ance can be placed, and who is fully 
qualified to carry out the duties of the 
position. With regard to the engine-room 
artificers I regret I cannot hold out any 
hope of the Admiralty making any altera- 
tions as to the conditions attaching to 
their promotion. The artificers them- 
selves consider this to be a grievance ; I 
suppose almost every officer in the service 
considers what he desires should be con- 
ceded, and is not conceded, is a grievance, 
but we have to consider the interests of 
the service, and I am unable to hold out 
any hope that there will be a readjust- | 
ment. With regard to the mess accommo- | 


‘COMMONS? 


| officers. 
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the Huse. 


Mr. KEARLEY : [am sorry to inter- 
rupt the hon. Member, but they are 
included in the personnel of the Navy in 
the statement of the First Lord. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: I will give the 
hon. Member on Report the exact figures, 
which I regret I do not now recollect, but 
I believe that the scheme has beenasuccess. 
Several important reforms have been 
introduced with regard to naval domestics. 
Their pay has been increased and they 
are allowed to remain on the books of the 
department for three months after the 
ship is paid off, which gives them the 
advantage of almost continuous service. 

Mr. KEARLEY : I should like a reply 
as to the warrant oflicers and chief petty 
There is no time to-night, but I 
hope the Leader of the House will give 
us half an hour to-morrow. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman will finish matters in half an 
hour I will not resist. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I wish to 
speak also, and I now beg to move to 
report progress and ask leave to sit again. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall not 
resist, but I hope we may get the Vote in 
reasonable time. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original question again proposed :— 

Whereupon Motion made, and Ques- 


dation of the engine-room artificers Ido not | __ ; 
think it is as bad as has been described by | tion, “That the Chairman do report pro- 


thehon. Member opposite. In somecases all | gress ; and ask leave to sit again ”—(J/r. 
Gibson Bowles)—put, and agreed to, 


ranks of officers have bad accommodation. | 
In the newest battleships the most dis- | 


agreeable accommodation is that of the 


flag captain, and I can assure thehon. Mem- | 
ber that when one of Her Majesty’s ships | 


is coaling there is not a single person on 


board who is not inconvenienced by it. BOILERS REGISTR 
All these questions are constantly present | TIO} 


to the Board of Admiralty, and in every 
possible way the convenience and comfort 
of every class of officers and men are 
attended to. With regard to the question 
of the apprentices, I am not able at the 
present moment to give the hon. Member 
the actual number, but I may tell him 
there were more candidates than vacancies, 
and I think I may say that the scheme 
has been a thorough success. 

Mr. KEARLEY : I wish to know what 
the exact figures are. 

*Mr. MACARTNEY: They are not 

included in this Vote. 

Mr. Macartney. 





Committee report progress; to sit 


again to-morrow, 





NEW BILL. 
ATION AND INSPEC- 
ION (NO. 3). 
Bill for the Registration and Inspec- 
tion of Boilers, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Provand, and Mr, William 


| Abraham, Mr. E. J. C. Morton, Mr. 


Caldwell, and Mr. Langley. 


BOILERS REGISTRATION AND INSPEC: 
TION (NO. 3) BILL. 
“For the Registration and Inspection 
| of Boilers,” presented accordingly, and 
‘read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 107.] 


| 


Adjourned at five minutes after 


j Twelve of the Clock. 
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EARL OF DESART. 

Report made from the Lord Chan- 
cellor, that the right of Hamilton John 
Agmondesham Cuffe, Earl of Desart, to 
vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland has been established to 
the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR = acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi- 
ficates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with : 

South-Eastern Railway [H.L. ]. 

Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tram- 

roads [H.L. ]. 
And also the Certificate that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have not been complied 
with : 

Muirkirk, 

ington 
[H.L. }. 

The same were ordered to lie on the 

Table. 


and Dalmell- 
(Abandonment) 


Mauchline, 
Railways 


HAMMOND (G. H.) COMPANY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Presented; read 1°; and: referred to 
the Examiners. 


GUN BARREL PROOF ACT, 


AMENDMENT BILL [H.1.]. 


1868, 


Committed. 


SCOTTISH WIDOWS’ FUND AND LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY BILL [n.1.}. 


Committed for Tuesday next. 


SOUTH - EASTERN AND LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS 
BILL [H.L.]. 

NEWPORT (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL [u.1.]. 


GAS 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL  [H.L.]. 


[FourTH SERIES. ] 


VOL. LXXIX. 


{2 Marcu 1900} 
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SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL 
[Ii L. ]. 


WIRRALL RAILWAY BILL [H.L.]. 


GREAT BERKHAMPSTEAD WATER 
BILL [H.t.]. 


Petitions, &e. 


Committed ; the Committees to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


SOUTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L.]. 
Read 2° (according to Order). 
NATIONAL MARKETS AND STORES 


AND WORKSHOPS BILL [#.1.]. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR informed the 
House that the promoters do not intend 
to proceed further with the Bill. Order 
of the Day for the Second Reading dis- 
charged. Ordered that the Bill be not 
further proceeded with. 
BIRMINGHAM UNIVERSITY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY BILL [H.L.}. 


Read 2¢ (according to Order). 





RETURNS, REPORTS, 


ARMY (ESTIMATE), 
Approximate Estimate of Expenditure 
under the Barracks Act of 1890, and 
Military Works Acts of 1897 and 1899. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


wT. 





House adjourned at half-past Four 
of the clock, to Monday next, a 
quarter before Eleven of the 
clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 2nd March, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the Petition for the following Bill, 

the Standing Orders have not been com- 
plied with, namely :— 
Llandrindod Wells Water Bill, 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


3H 
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BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL. 


(:LASTONBURY AND STREET GAS 


> aha 


Read a second time, and committed. 


SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL (BY ORDER). 


[SECOND READING. | 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): As the 
points I desire to raise can be best con- 
sidered when the Bill has been read a 
second time, and when I come to move 
the Instruction standing in my name, 
I will not, therefore, move the rejection of 


the Bill. 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 


*Mr. LOUGH said he did not desire to 
take any objection to the main object of 
this Bill, but he wanted to secure some 
lmaprovement in one fundamental clause. 
The object of the Bill was to promote the 
construction of no fewer than twenty- 
eight tramways in South Lancashire, 
thereby practically joining up the tram- 
way lines between Liverpool and Man- 
chester. He did not object to the scheme, 
and, indeed, he was in favour of these 
undertakings, but the clause which 
it had been the practice to insert 
in all these Bills since 1869 
with regard to cheap fares for the 
working classes is somewhat altered in 
this Bill and did not give all the usual 
facilities. Since 1869, when the clause 
was originally drafted, the conditions of 
traction had greatly changed, and he 
thought that much greater, and not less, 
facilities might now be given to the 
labouring classes. The 1869 clause pro- 
vided that at least two cars should be run 
daily each way for the benefit of the 
working classes. This Bill only proposed 
that one car should be run. What he 
wanted to secure by his Instruction was 
that the faults of the clause of 1869 
should be put right. One of those faults 


was that the maximum price charged was 


{COMMONS} 


Tramways Bill. 1512 


too high. Then there was a limit imposed 
in the clause that no fare of less than one 
penny should be allowed. On almost 
every tramway——especially in London and 
Glasgow—halfpenny fares were now 
charged, and if the clause were inserted 
in its present form it would not only do 
the working classes no good, but it might 
prevent the owners of tramways from 
giving facilities which they might think 
were desirable. But the greatest objection 
of all to the clause was that there was no 
means of enforcing it. For these reasons 
he moved the Instruction, which, he 
understood, would be favourably enter- 
tained by the promoters of the Bill. 
He commended it to their considera- 
tion, and also to that of the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, who had 
done so much useful work in securing 
for railway companies improved facilities 
for working-men’s trains. He trusted 
the Board of Trade would take 
this opportunity of making represen- 
tations before the Committee to which 
the Bill was sent, with a view to the fram- 
ing of a clause which would secure these 
much-desired facilities. He begged to 
move “ That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee to inquire whether it is de- 
sirable that penalties should be inserted 
in Clause 56 of the Bill (Cheap fares for 
the labouring classes), to secure com- 
pliance with the objects of the clause, 
and whether the clause should be 
amended in respect of the maximum 
fare charged, the sufficiency in number, 
and the hours at which the cars shall be 
run. 


*Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) 
congratulated the promoters of the Bill 
not opposing this Instruction. The 
measure certainly did not comply with 
the demands which for some years past 
had been successfully made upon tram 
way undertakings. All were agreed that 
there should be at least two trams 
run morning and evening for the benefit 
of the working classes, in order to enable 
them to live outside the towns and cities, 
and away from the contaminations insepa- 
rable from town lite. This Bill only 
offered one! In other Bills before the 
House that day the promoters had, 
of their own motion, extended their 
systems of cheap trams by running them 
up till 8 a.m. and after 5 p.m., instead 
ot 7 a.m. and 6 p.m. as offered, and he 
thought similar benefits might be included 
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in this Bill. 


poly in regard to street traffic, and in re- 


turn the interests, therefore, of the working | 


classes and the poorer classes.of the com- 
munity should be carefully guarded. He 
would like to see a reduction of fares to 


}d. per mile, which he believed would | 
model tramway clause are sufficient for 


allow an adequate return to the com- 
pany, but no fare to be less than 3d. ; 
and he was further desirous that uniform 
fares should prevail throughout the com- 
hined tram systems. He regretted to 


notice the absence of a penalty clause in | 


regard to these matters. Such a clause, 
in his opinion, was absolutely necessary, 


for it would not do to trust entirely to | 


the Christian feelings of shareholders 
and directors. He was glad to think the 
President of the Boar’ of Trade sym- 
pathised with the endeavour to secure 
‘cheap tram fares for working men. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee to inquire whether it is desirable 
that penalties should be inserted in Clause 
56 of the Bill (Cheap fares for the labour- 
ing classes) to secure compliance with the 
objects of the clause ; and whether the 
clause should be amended in respect of 
the maximum fare charged, the sufficiency 
jn number, and the hours at which the 
ears shall be run.-—(Mr. Lough.) 


THE PRESIDENT oF tHE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon): When 
the hon. Gentleman opposite first put the 
Instruction down it was in a somewhat 
different form. It was, in fact, an Instrue- 
tion to the Committee to insert a parti- 
cular clause, and I intimated that I 
could not support it, as I did not think 
it right for the House to give such 
an instruction. The Committee ought 
to have the opportunity of hearing the 
evidence for and against, and of judging 
for themselves. But in the form in which 
it now appears on the Paper I see no 
dlifficulty in the matter, and I am glad to 
hear that the promoters of the Bill also 
see no objection to it. The Committee 
‘will now have complete power to deal 
with the clause, and to adopt it either as 


it stands or with such modifications as | 


they may, after hearing evidence, think 
) : : : 
desirable. There is no doubt that since 


the model clause was drawn up, thirty 
years ago, the condition of things has 
hanged very greatly, and much greater | 
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It must be remembered that | 
trams possessed a certain amount of mono- | 
| work. Great strides have been made in 
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interest is taken in the accommodation 
for working men going to and from their 


this matter in connection with railways, 
and greater strides will, I hope, be made 
in the future. I[t is only right now that 
the Committee should consider whether 
the facilities given for this purpose in the 


the present demands, and if they think, 
as probably they will, that some modifica- 
tion of the clause is desirable, they will 
have the opportunity of doing it. Any 
assistance the Board of Trade can give in 
reference to this matter would be given, 
and I hope the result will be satisfactory 
to those who are desirous of increasing 
these facilities, and will not be to the 
injury of the promoters. 


Sir J. A. WILLOX (Liverpool, Ever- 
ton) said he desired to explain that, in 
the particular circumstances of this Bill, 
the promoters did not think the ordinary 
scale of charges was altogether applicable, 
because the lines ran through country 
districts. However, the promoters had 
perfect confidence in being able to explain 
their position beforethe Committee. While 
they were willing to give reasonable 
facilities to the working men, they felt 
sure that Parliament would not impose 
upon them any unfair or unreasonable 
conditions. The system contemplated by 
the measure was one for connecting a 
large number of comparatively small 
towns, with considerable intervals of 
country between them, and consequently 
it would be exceedingly inconvenient for 
the general traffic if, as had been pro- 
posed, there should be workmen’s trams 
run morning, noon, and evening, at rates 
that would be, probably, of an unremu- 
nerative nature, under the circumstances. 
But he would like to point out that the 
company promoting this measure had 
been, in his judgment at any rate, excep- 
tionally liberal in dealing with this 
matter, because they had fixed their 
maximum fares for all passengers at 
one penny per mile, while, for the 
working classes, morning and evening, 
they undertook to run a tram scrvice 
at one halfpenny per mile. Then, as 
regarded the question of penalty, there 
was a clause in the Bill giving the Board 
of Trade power to inflict penalties if a 
reasonable service was not maintained, so 
that to a certain extent the aims of the ad- 
vocates of the Instruction were met. The 
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company hoped to be able to show by 
evidence before the Committee that the 
provisions of the Bill were reasonable and 
adequate. They did not desire to 
impose any restrictions or interpose diffi- 
culties in the way of the working classes 
having a cheap and ready access between 
their working places and their dwelling 
houses. In regard to that matter, the 
measure had received the support practi- 
cally of the whole of the local authorities 
in the districts through which the tram- 
ways proposed to run, and he thought they 
might be sure that those local authorities 
had looked at the proposals of the Bill 
with careful attention to the interests of 
the community. The wish of the pro- 
moters of the measure was to afford the 
most ample facilities for traffic, feeling 
assured that that was the best way, not 
only to satisfy the community but to 
serve their own interests. In that spirit 
he was authorised to say the promoters of 
the Bill readily accepted the Instruction, 
conscious that the decision come to by the 
Committee would be fair, and equally in the 
interests of the public and the shareholders 
of the company. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


AIRDRIE AND COATBRIDGE TRAM- 
WAYS BILL (BY ORDER). 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Bill read second time, and committed. 


*Mr. LOUGH said the Instruction to 
the Committee which he had to move in 
reference to this Bill was in a somewhat 
different form to the one which dealt 
with the South Lancashire trams, but that 
was due to the fact that in this case the 
promoters had made satisfactory pro- 
visions as to the hours during which work- 
ing-class trams should be run. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee to inquire whether it is desirable 
that penalties should be inserted in 
Clause 51 of the Bill (Cheap fares for 
labouring classes) to secure compliance 
with the objects of the clause; and 
whether the clause should be amended 
in respect of the maximum fare charged 
and the sufficiency in number of the cars. 

(Mr. Lough.) 

*Mr. JOHN 


WILSON — (Falkirk 


Burghs) said this Bill was very anxiously 
Sir J. A, Willow, 
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desired by the people of Airdrie, and was 
supported by the corporation, which had 
carefully examined the clauses in the 
public interest, and had secured certain 
concessions as to hours, etc. They were 
now satisfied with the clause as it stood, 
and he therefore hoped the House would 
not deem it necessary to give this parti- 
cular Instruction to the Committee. 
Although the promoters would not like 
to formally oppose it, he did hope the hon. 
Member for Islington would not press it. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


CORPORATION BILL (BY 


ORDER). 


[SECOND READING. | 


TAUNTON 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a_ second 
time.” 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, 8.) said 
he would only formally move the rejection 
of this Bill. He would not have opposed 
it at all had it not been for the position 
taken up by the Government in regard to 
his Instruction. He did not understand 
why the Government desired to oppose 
the Instruction, especially as it had been 
agreed to by his hon. friends the Member 
for Taunton and the Member for the 
Wellington Division of Somerset, two of 
the backers of the Bill. He might also state 
that he had received a telegram from the 
town clerk of Taunton approving of it. 
Although the Instruction appeared on the 
Paper for the first time that day, it was 
by no means a new one, for it had 
appeared in another form for some days 
on the Paper. He begged formally to 
move that the Bill be read a second time 
that day six months. 


Amendment proposed 


‘*To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr. Strachey.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*THE SECRETARY to THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RUSSELL, Tyrone, $.) : The reason for my 
opposition is this. The clause, as it 


/ stands in the Bill, represents an arrange 
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ment assented to by the Chamber of 


Agriculture and the Municipal Corpora- 


tions Association with the Board of Agri- 
culture and the Local Government Boar« 
last session, and in that form the clause 


was inserted in a great number of Bills. , 


The clause embodied in the Instruction 
of my hon. friend was rejected by the 
Police and Sanitary Committee last session, 
but subsequently inserted in the Leeds 
Bill in another place. I desire this Bill 
to be read a second time, but I wish to 
have a further opportunity of considering 
the Instruction before I consent to the up- 
setting of the agreement arrived at by the 
various bodies [ have named last session. 
I do not say that I intend to oppose it, but 
I do think the Police and Sanitary Com- 
mittee should have some opportunity of 
considering it, and therefore [ shall hope 
to further deal with the Instruction when 
it is proposed later on. 


CoLONEL WELBY (Taunton) said he 
quite concurred with what had fallen 
from the hon. Gentleman, and he hoped 
there would be no objection raised to the 
passing of the Bill. 


Mr. STRACHEY thereupon asked 
leave to withdraw his Amendment, but 
ventured to remind the Secretary to the 
Local Government Board that he was 
quite mistaken in thinking that the 
compromise of last year was intended to 
apply to future Bills. It was merely a 
compromise with regard to the Bills of 
last session. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee to provide in Part III. of the 
Bill that the powers of the Corporation 
and their officers to inspect cows and 
dairies outside the Borough be not exer- 
cised without the previous order of two 
Justices sitting in Petty Sessions, and 
having jurisdiction in the district wherein 
the dairy is situate, and that such order 
he not made unless the said Justices are 
satisfied that the local authority of the 
said district has not already dealt with 
the case.”—(Mr. Strachey.) 


Debate arising, 





Debate adjourned till Tuesday. 
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LLANDRINDOD WELLS WATER. 
Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


Petitions. 


AND SOUTH WESTERN 


RAILWAY BILL. 
Petition for additional Provision ; re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


LONDON 


PETITIONS. 


CYPRUS (LOCUST DESTRUCTION FUND 
PART APPROPRIATION LAW, 1898). 
Petition from Larnaca, for redress of 

grievances ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Aberavon ; 
and Rochester ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Wortley and 
Farnley ; Birley; Clayton West ; Dod- 
worth ; Barrow ; Old Silkstone ; Bretby ; 
Granville; Donisthorpe; Hall ; Church 
Gresley ; Aldwarke; and Naden Col- 
lieries ; to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF WOODLANDS. 


Petition from Neath, for alteration of 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Northfleet, 
and Gravesend ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
B 


LL. 


Petitions in favour, from Luffenham, 
Shettield, South Hiendley, Abergavenny, 
and Blackpool ; to lie upon the Table. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Grantown, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION ACTS. 
Petition from Saddleworth, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
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(ETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (MILITARY WORKS). 
Copy presented, of Approximate Esti- 
mate of Expenditure under the Barracks 
Act, 1890, and Military Works Acts, 
1897 and 1899 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


WUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR--TRANSPORT 
—THE EIGHTH DIVISION. 

Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War what is causing the 
delay in providing transports to convey 
the Eighth Division to South Africa. In 
putting the question, may I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to explain the discrep- 
ancy between previous statements made 
by the First Lord and the Under Secre- 
tarv for War upon the subject ! 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHEen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): There was no discrep- 
ancy whatever. The Under Secretary for 
War said the troops would go as soon as 
possible. That remains the fact now as 
then. The interpretation put upon that 
answer was that the troops are waiting 
for transports. That is not the case. A 
requisition came a few days ago and 
arrangements were at once made with the 
War Oftice. 

Mr. WARNER : 
cause of the delay ! 

Mr. GOSCHEN : The delay was in 
taking the decision to send the Division 
out. 


What, then, was the 


TRANSPORT--SALT BEEF RATIONS. 

Sir. JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether, on inquiry, he 
has found that casks of salt beef marked 
* 1893” were, in fact, shipped for the 
rations of troops going to South Africa, 
and so giving ground for the complaint 
that the beef was hard and over salted. 


THE SECRETARY to THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 5.) : 
1,842 lb. of beef of the date “ 1893 ” have 
been returned from the “ Kildonan 
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Castle.” T must. therefore apologise to my 
right hon, friend for making a statement 
on the subject. yesterday which was not 
correct. No beef of that date was sup- 
plied to any other transport from which 
complaints have been received. I made 
inquiries on that point by telegraph 
yesterday: The complaint that the beef 
was hard as regards the “ Kildonan 
Castle” did not come from the command- 
ing officer of the “ Kildonan Castle.” 


Sir JAMES FERGUSSON : Did com- 
plaints come from the “ Englishman ” ? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I will tell my 
right hon. friend after inquiry. 


MILITIA RE-ENLISTMEN C BOUNTIES. 

Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War if the £22 offered to old 
soldiers to. serve for one year at home is 
offered also to old soldiers now in the 
Militia ; and, if so, if those old soldiers 
in the Militia now serving in South Africa 
will be able to get the £22 by joining the 
Regular Army. 


*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powett- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, %., for Mr. 
Wyndham): The bounty is not offered 
to old soldiers now serving in the Militia, 
whether at home or abroad. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—TREATMENT 
AT COLCHESTER CAMP. 

— Mason RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been called 
to the fact that on the arrival of the 51st 
Company of Imperial Yeomanry at Col- 
chester Camp on 22nd February, no 
quarters or accommodation were ready 
for them; and that, after waiting for 
some hours, they had to provide food at 
their own expense, and sleep on the floor 

_of the artillery barracks or in the public- 
houses of the neighbourhood. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
'Mr. Wynpuam): No, Sir. The facts 


‘are not at all as suggested in the 
question. The company arrived at Col- 
‘chester on the 16th February, and not 
‘the 22nd, as stated. In consequence of 
| the miscarriage of a telegram the 51st 
Company arrived without having, sent iv. 
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advance to secure billets. The staff at 
Colchester made every effort to house the 
men, and billets could have been ready 
for them by 8 p.m., but they preferred to 
sleep in barracks, where every man had a 
bedstead and three or four blankets, with 
a fire ineach room. The men were pro- 
vided with money in lieu of rations, 
which they were in the habit of finding 
for themselves. The officer commanding 
the company thanked the staff at Col- 
chester for the arrangements made for his 
men at such short notice. 


ROYAL VICTORIA HOSPITAL, NETLEY 
—MEDICAL CORPS—HOURS OF DUTY. 
CapTain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I heg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, seeing thgt non-commis- 
sioned officers and men of the Royal Army 
Medical Corps are on duty for long hours 
in attendance upon sick and wounded at 
the Royal Victoria Hospital, Netley, he 
will consider the advisability of organising 
a special staff of night orderlies, who 
would be excused day duty, as in all large 
civil hospitals, in order that the sick or 
wounded soldier may be at least as well 
attended to as the civilian patient. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WynpHAM): The question has been 
very carefully considered, and in view of 
the number of experienced men of the 
Medical Staff Corps who have applied to 
re-enlist and by whose help the pressure 
will be greatly diminished, it is not 
thought expedient to form the special 
staff suggested. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE— 
EX-SOLDIERS AND THE RESERVE. 
*CarTaIn NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he can state whether ex-soldiers 
in the Metropolitan Police Force will be 
permitted to join the Reserve battalions 
about to be formed under the same condi- 


tions as other ex-soldiers ; and whether | 


they will be allowed to return to their 
police duties at the expiration of the 
twelve months, without detriment as 
regards pay, promotion, and pension. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. | 
WHITE RIDLEY, Lancashire, Blackpool) : | 


A metropolitan police constable could not 
as the law stands join the Reserve batta- 
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‘lions without ceasing to be a member of 
the force. Very heavy demands have 
been made on the strength of the force 
by the calling out of the Reservists. In 
my opinion its maintenance in sufficient 
strength is necessary for the protection of 
the public, and I am, therefore, not dis- 
posed to recommend any change in the 
law. 


INFANTRY OFFICERS—CONDITIONS 


OF REJOINING. 
Mr. LYTTELTON (Warwick and 
_Leamington): I beg to ask the Under 


Secretary of State for War whether an 
infantry officer, who resigned his commis- 
sion without retired pay or gratuity, but 
afterwards voluntarily joined the Reserve 
of Officers, and in the present emergency 
is permitted to rejoin the service at his 
depot, at the bottom of the list of his 
,rankin his regiment, will be allowed to 
remain in the service until he be com- 
pulsorily retired in the usual course, as 
if he were serving under his original com- 
mission. 


*Mr. J. POWELL- WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): Retired officers are for 
the present only being employed tempo- 
rarily. Whether any of them will be 
permanently retained must depend on 
the course of events. No definite state 
ment can be made now. 


RIFLE RANGES—SHREWSBURY RACE- 
COURSE. 

Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether Her Majesty’s 
Government have taken steps to acquire 
Shrewsbury racecourse or adjacent land 
for military purposes, or for the purposes 
of rifle ranges; and whether the use of 
the lands mentioned can be made avail- 
able for the Shropshire Yeomanry train- 
ings without charge. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WynpuAmM): Nothing is known of 
any proposal in this direction either at the 
War Office or in the district. 


WOOLWICH AND ENFIELD FACTORIES 
—PAY OF FOREMEN. 

Captain BOWLES (Middlesex, En- 
field) : I beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office what arrangement has 
been made for extra pay to the principal 
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foremen employed at Woolwich and 
Enfield in consideration of the continu- 
ous overtime now being worked at those 
factories. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Prin- ; 


cipal foremen and some other grades in 
the ordnance factories and kindred estab- 
lishments are considered to have rates of 
pay which in ordinary times cover any 
necessary overtime. The present junc. 
ture is, however, recognised as_ being 
beyond that contemplated in their rates 


of pay, and although it may not be ex- | 


pedient to grant them overtime, the grant 
of a gratuity in recognition of their extra 
services will be considered. 


SALISBURY PLAIN MAN(CEUVRING 
GROUNDS. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 


Exchequer whether Her Majesty’s Govern- , 


ment had notice that any of the land pur- 
chased by the War Office on Salisbury 
Plain is settled property and as such 
liable to estate duty on the death of the 
present tenants for life; whether they 
have taken into consideration the fact 
that in those circumstances the estate 
duty is, under Section 9 of the Finance 
Act, 1894, a first charge on the property ; 
whether any provision has been made 


whereby any such duties that may be, 


chargeable on the property have been 
commuted and paid in such a way as to 
release the property from the first charge 
in question, and, if no such release has 
been effected, can he say which of the 
properties purchased still remain liable to 
pay estate duty ; and whether Her 
Majesty’s Government propose to take 
any, and, if so, what steps to relieve 
them from the first charge upon them 
thence arising. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Her 
Majesty’s Government had notice that 
some of the land purchased by the War 


perty at the time when they bought it, 
but the War Office was advised that inas- 
much as the land ceased to he settled 
property when it was sold, it would not 


be liable to estate duty on the death of | 
the present tenants for life, and that such , 
duty would be payable exclusively out of | 
mouth): I beg to ask the First Lord of 


the proceeds of sale. Consequently, 


there was no duty which it was necessary 
for the War Office to get commuted or to 
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Questions. 1524 


obtain relief from. If the death of a 
tenant for life had occurred after the pass- 
ing of the Finance Act, 1894, and before 
the purchase, a different case would have 
arisen. The fact would have been dis- 
closed in the evidence of title produced 
by the vendors, and arrangements made 
But no such case has arisen 
with regard to this property. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Did the hon. 
Gentleman’s legal adviser advise him that 
the fact of the purchase money being 
chargeable with the duty relieved the 
land from the effect of Section 9 of the 
Finance Act, 1894 ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : I have 
given the legal advice exactly as it was 
given to the Secretary of State, and upon 
which he intends to proceed. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Is_ the 
liability in addition to and not in substi- 
tution of ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : The 


‘legal advice we have is exactly the con- 


trary. 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS—WAR 
OFFICE TENDERS. 
Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary to the 
War Office whether he will grant the 
Return which stands No. 4 on the Paper 
to-day. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 


| notice only appeared on the Paper this 


morning, and I have not yet had time to 
ascertain whether or not the data on 
which the Return would be founded are 
available. I must therefore ask the hon. 
Member to postpone the question until 
Tuesday. I do not think he will lose 
much by that, as, according to the best 


‘information I can get, the Return, if 
ics oe Malidtincy Plain was ecttled os granted, would contain only the single 
"e ALIS "Vv ain yas se e ‘O- | 


word “ nil.” 
Mr. McKENNA: I will put the ques- 
tion again on Tuesday. 
NAVY—PERIODS OF SERVICE. 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 


the Admiralty what was the percentage 
of men who, in each of the years 1897, 
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of service of twelve years, and left the 
service instead of re-engaging in the 
following branches of the naval service 
respectively, namely, Royal Navy Execu- 
tive branch, Royal Navy Engineer branch, 
Royal Marine Artillery, and Royal Marine 
Light Infantry. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The percentages are 
as follows :—Seamen class: 1897-98, 34 
per cent. ; 1898-99, 34 per cent. ; 1899- 
1900, not available. Stoker class: 1897-98, 
14 per cent. ; 1898-99, 14 per cent. ; 1899- 
1900, not available. Royal Marines: 
1897, 59 per cent., actual number dis- 
charged 243; 1898, 44 per cent., actual 
number discharged 182; 1899, 39 per 
cent., actual number discharged 163. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman differentiate between the 
infantry and the artillery ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : If I ean I will. 


MEDITERRANEAN FLEET AND CHAN- 
NEL SQUADRON — LENGTH OF 
OFFICERS’ SERVICE. 

*sirn JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty what 
was the length of service of each of the 
flag officers now serving in the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet and Channel Squadron from 
the date of promotion to lieutenant to the 
date of first hoisting their flags after pro- 
motion to flag rank; and how much of 
that service was spent in sea-going ships. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: It is impossible to 
give a fair account of the service of the 
respective admirals inquired about by a 
simple answer to the question. The only 


answer which would give a correct im-| 


pression would be an enumeration of 
their successive important services, and 
that would form a list too long for a 
reply across the Table. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty what has 
been the length of time spent as com- 
missioned officers in ships of war by the 
senior gunnery lieutenant and the senior 


engineer, marine artillery, and marine | 


infantry officers who are now serving in 
the Mediterranean Fleet and Channel 
Squadron respectively. 

Mr. GOSCHEN: The service of the 
following commissioned officers in 
ships of war is as follows :-—Mediter- | 

| 
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ranean Fleet—senior gunnery lieutenants, 
‘sixteen years five months ; Marine 
Artillery officer, eight years seven months. 
Channel Squadron—senior gunnery lieu- 
tenant, twelve years seven months ; 
Marine Light Infantry officer, ten years 
eight months. The senior engineers 
mentioned in the question of my hon. 
and gallant friend are of higher rank and 
much longer seniority than that of 
gunnery lieutenant and major of marines, 
and consequently should not be compared 
with them. They are fleet engineers. 
Their services in sea-going ships are 
twenty-eight and twenty-six years 
respectively. 


AFRICA 
3ATTALION. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 
the War Oftice and the military authorities 
are exclusively responsible for the des- 
patch to Mauritius of the Central Africa 
battalion. 


MAURITIUS—CENTRAL 
] 


*Mr. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for Mr. 
WyNDHAM) : The Secretary of State for 
War accepts all responsibility for sending 
the battalion of British Central African 
Rifles to the Mauritius. 


FERNANDO PO—TREATMENT OF 
LAGOS NATIVES. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he can give the 
House any information with regard to the 
alleged ill-treatment of certain Lagos 
natives, British subjects, at Fernando Po ; 
whether all of them were brought back to 
Lagos by the steamer “Volta,” and 
whether he will take steps for the pro- 
tection of any that remain; what were 
the terms of the labour contract under 
which these natives were hired by the 
Congo agent ; and whether the colonial 
authorities exercise any supervision over 
the terms of such labour contracts. 
STATE For 


THE SECRETARY oF 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have no information 
as to this case, but in consequence of re- 
ports from Fernando Po on the treatment 
there of labourers from British colonies I 
am directing the Governors of the West 
African possessions to prohibit recruiting 
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for service in that island. I have no 
doubt that the British Consular Agent 
will see to the protection of any Lagos 
labourers who may still be in the island. 
The Colonial Government has legislative 
power to prohibit or to permit, on such 
conditions as it thinks fit, recruiting of 
labourers for a foreign country, but [ am 
not aware what the terms of the contract 
were in the present case. 


BRITISH SOUDAN AND ABYSSINIAN 
BOUNDARY. 

Mr. M‘KENNA: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can state what is the 
existing boundary between the territory 
claimed by the Negus and the British 
Soudan and British East Africa; and 
whether any proposals have been made to 
confine the British Soudan on the side of 
Abyssinia to the watershed of the Nile. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 

STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): The 
question of the Abyssinian boundaries is 
still the subject of negotiations between 
King Menelek and Her Majesty’s Agent 
at Adis Ababa, and I am not in a_posi- 
tion to make any statement with regard 
to them at the present moment. 


ZANZIBAR AND PEMBA—SLAVERY. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Notts, Rushcliffe) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether, as the 
last information in Parliamentary Paper 
“ Africa, No. 8, 1899,” respecting slaverv 
in Zanzibar and Pemba, is dated March 
and April of last year, further Papers of 
more recent date can nuw be laid before 
Parliament. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. 
on the subject will be laid. 


Papers 


AUSTRALIAN FEDERATION BILL. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): | beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether the Australian 
Federation Bill will be introduced before 
Easter, and if not when it will be intro- 
duced. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No date 


can be named for the introduction of the 
Bill until I have had the advantage of 
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meeting the Australian delegates now on 
their way to this country; but it will 
probably not be introduced until after 
Easter. 


POSTMEN--FINES FOR LATE ATTEN- 
DANCES. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 


Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 


the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, under what conditions 
fines are levied on postmen for late 
attendance ; and whether the men have a 
voice in their disposal; if so, will the 
Department officially notify the fact. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To. 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAanpury, Pres- 
ton): The scale is as follows :—-For each 
late attendance exceeding two minutes 
and not exceeding fifteen minutes, 3d. : 
and for every additional fifteen minutes 
or part of fifteen, an additional 3d., up to 
sixty minutes. Beyond this each case is 
dealt with specially. Subject to the 
approval of the Postmaster General, the 
proceeds are devoted by the local post- 
master, at his discretion, to the following 
objects :—(1) Some charitable or benevo- 
lent institution for the general benefit of 
Post Oftice servants ; (2) local institutions 
of benefit to the staff; (3) relief of mem- 
bers of the local staff who through no 
fault of their own are in necessitous 
circumstances ; (4) temporary relief in 
cases of distress among widows and. 
orphans of deceased members of the staff. 
The postmaster is at liberty to consult his 


| staff as to the disposal of the fund, but 


the decision rests with himself. 


Mr. STEADMAN: Arising out of the 
answer, may I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man if it is not the fact that until within 
the last two or three years the fines were 
distributed among the men who kept 
regular time ; and, if that were so, is it 
not right that they should have a voice in 
the selection of the charitable institu- 
tions to which the money is now given. 


Mr. HANBURY: My information is 


‘that the funds have always been devoted 


to the purposes [have mentioned. I may 
be wrong. I will inquire. 


WEST INDIAN MAILS—THE “ TAGUS.” 

Mr. BRODIE HOARE (Hampstead) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
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whether he is aware that the West India 
mail steamer ‘“Tagus” arrived at Ply- 
mouth with the mails at 7.15 p.m. on 
Wednesday, 28th February ; and that 
the mails were not delivered in London 
till 3.30 p.m. on Thursday ; and can he 
explain the delay and give an assurance 
that steps will be taken to prevent similar 
delay in future. 


Mr. HANBURY: The “ Tagus ” 
arrived in Plymouth Sound on Wednes- 
day last only in time to admit of the 
mails brought by her being landed by 
8.30 p.m. By that time the night mail 
train for London had left Plymouth, and 
the mails were sent on by early morning 
train reaching London shortly after mid- 
day. In the City the letters, ete., were 
sent out by the 2.5 p.m. delivery, but in 
some parts of London they were not 


delivered until 3.30 pm. To have 
secured earlier delivery would have 
invoived the use of a special train. The 


principle governing the employment of 
special trains for the conveyance from 
Plymouth of mails landed at that port is, 
as has been more than once explained in 
this House in answer to similar questions, 
to use special trains when by such means 
and no other an interval for reply by the 
next outgoing mail can be afforded. The 
present of course was not such a case, 
There was in fact an interval of a week 
for reply. 

PARCELS INSURANCE TO CAPE 

COLONY. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): [ beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he will take steps to 
extend the system of insurance of parcels 
to those parcels sent per parcel post to 
Cape Colony. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General has already taken such steps as 
are possible ; but, the colony not being 
yet prepared for the scheme, it cannot be 
carried out at present. So soon as the 
Cape Post Office is empowered by colonial 
legislation to accept the principle of 
responsibility for loss, the system of 
insurance can be applied without any 
delay so far as the Imperial Post Office 
is concerned. 


POST OFFICE STAMP CONTRACTS. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
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representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that this is the only 
country in the Empire that refuses to 
Members of Parliament information re- 
garding contracts such as the price paid 
for the supply of postage stamps per 
million; whether he is aware that the 
British Post Office has already furnished 
hon. Members with information as to the 
cost per thousand of postal orders ; and 
under what law or regulation he declines 
to disclose particulars of the contract with 
De la Rue and Company. 


Mr. HANBURY: The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the negative. Even 
if the cost of postal orders has been 
published, about which I have some 
doubt, the two cases are not analogous. 
Stamps are used for both postal and 
inland revenue purposes, and the pre- 
paration of them in such a manner 
as to make obliteration whether by the 
postal stamp or ordinary inks permanent 
isa trade secret. My hon. friend does 
not seem to be aware that in the case of 
stamps only the actual colouring and 
printing is done by the contractor. 


SUPERANNUATION FUNDS—EXEMP- 
TION FROM INCOME TAX. 

Mr. H. P. PEASE (Darlington): 1 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether, having regard to the 
fact that income tax is not charged on 
life assurance premiums, he will consider 
the advisability of making a_ similar 
arrangement in connection with money 
paid in subscriptions to superannuation 
funds. 


THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bris- 
tol, W.): Exemption from income tax 
is already allowed in respect of subscrip- 
tions to superannuation funds which are 
paid compulsorily under an Act of Par- 
liament, and are not returnable to the 
contributors under any contingency 
whatever. I do not think there 
sufficient reason for further extension of 
the limits of this exemption, which, 
moreover, would give rise to great 
difficulty in practice. 


1s 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE— 
HOLIDAY REGULATIONS. 
Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, with regard to 
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the statements made by the Committee 
on the Central Telegraph Office to the 
staff representatives, whether he will 
examine the minutes of evidence, and 
ascertain whether an express undertaking 
was given that in the event of the pro- 
posals of the Committee being accepted 
holidays should be chosen by seniority 
and spread equally over the whole year ; 
whether he will examine the present 
arrangements, and ascertain whether they 
conform to such an undertaking; and 
whether he will direct that the under- 
taking be carried out. 


Mr. HANBURY : It was the intention 
of the Committee that the choice of leave 
should continue to be according to 
seniority, but no undertaking, either ex- 
press or otherwise, was given that the 
holidays should be spread equally over 


the whole year, or even over the leave ' 


period. Great difficulty, however, was 
experienced in recasting the whole of the 
arrangements for so large a force in time 
to confine the leave within the best eight 
months of the present year, and it was 
necessary to ask seventy-nine of the older 
telegraphists out of a staff of about 
2,000 to take their holiday in the earlier 
part of the leave season instead of in the 
latter part. One part is practically as 
good as the other, and any one of the 
seventy-nine desiring to exchange will 
no doubt be able to do so. Next year it 
will, it is hoped, be possible to allow 
every officer without exception to choose 
by seniority, but due regard will, of 
course, have to be paid to the require- 
ments of the public service. 


HYDE PARK—POLICE BARRACKS. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works whether a house is being built on 
the north side of the Serpentine, in Hyde 
Park, near the Humane Society’s house, 
and by whom is it to be occupied ; and 
whether it is desirable to increase the 
number of houses in the Park, seeing that 
a group of four or five houses already 
exists in that quarter, and each new one 
adds to the smoke and diminishes the 
rural character of the scene. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. AKErs DouGLas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s): The old barrack in Hyde 
Park, which has been occupied by the 
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about to be 
replaced by a new building. Meanwhile, 
the police authorities are erecting, for the 
accommodation of the police during the 
rebuilding, the temporary _ structnre 
alluded to by the hon. Member. It is 
not proposed to increase the number of 
houses in the Park. 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE 
REGULATIONS. 

Captain PRETYMAN (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether he can now 
see his way to relax to some extent the 
restrictions it has been necessary to im- 
pose upon a large area in the counties of 
Norfolk and Suffolk on account of the 
outbreak of foot and mouth disease. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liverpool, 
West Derby): I think that as from 
Monday next the area of the scheduled 
district may with safety be somewhat 
reduced, and that facilities for the move- 
ment of animals for breeding purposes 
may at the same time be afforded in 
certain parts of the district. The neces- 
sary order will be gazetted to-day. The 
areas from which the restrictions will be 
wholly withdrawn consist of the petty 
sessional division of North Erpingham in 
the county of Norfolk, and the petty ses- 
sional divisions of Blything, Hartismere, 
Hoxne, and Framlingham, together with 
the municipal boroughs of Aldeburgh, 
Eye, and Southwold, in the county of East 
Suffolk. 


THE CIRCUIT SYSTEM. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether at the 
recent assizes at Haverfordwest Mr. 
Justice Bucknill was presented with a 
pair of white gloves; whether at Here- 
ford the whole business of the assizes was 
concluded in less than one hour ; whether 
at several other towns on the different 
circuits not a single civil action has been 
tried ; and whether any early alteration 
is contemplated in the existing circuit 
system. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : No doubt 
it sometimes happens that there is little 
or no business at various assizes ; but the 
, Government are not contemplating any 
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early alteration in the present system, 
which, for various reasons, is a very 
difficult one to handle. 


CROWN SALMON FISHINGS IN 
SCOTLAND. 
Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether his 
attention has been directed to the last 


Report of the Commissioners of Woods ' 


and Forests, from which it appears that 
they have sold in the course of the year 
two further Crown salmon fishings in 
Scotland ; what were the exceptional cir- 
cumstances under which these sales were 
made; and whether he will give an 
assurance to the House that no further 
sales will take place until the House has 
had an opportunity of pronouncing an 
opinion on this return on the part of the 
Commissioners to a policy which was con- 
demned by the Government and_ the 
House in 1888. 


Mr. HANBURY: As explained in 
answer to the hon. Member’s  ques- 
tion on the 16th of May last,* the 
Commissioners of Woods in ordinary 
eases invariably decline to sell Crown 
rights to salmon fishings in Scotland, 
aud sales are only made when there 
are very exceptional circumstances render- 
ing that course desirable. In the two 
cases referred to in the present question 
the exceptional circumstances were that 
the Crown title was disputed and litiga- 
tion was avoided by the sales. I am not 
prepared to give the assurance suggested 
by the hon. Member. 


RABIES—IRISH RETURNS. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork, Co. Mid): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether in the | 


system employed in Ireland of collecting 


teturns of rabid dogs there is any possi- , 
hility of epilepsy, convulsions, and fits | 
heing returned as rabies in consequence 


of the ignorance of the disease and the 
methods of checking the accuracy of the 
Returns. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKiNson, Londonderry, 
N.): It is quite conceivable that in 
rabies, as in other diseases, an error in 
diagnosis may occasionally be made, but 
every precaution against error is taken. 

* See Zhe Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxi., page 737. 
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, No supposed outbreak is recorded by the: 


veterinary department as one of rabies 


except after careful veterinary inquiry, 


and when the veterinary inspector has 
/ any doubt as to the nature of the disease, 
the head of the animal is sent to Dublin 
for experimental investigation by the 
pathologist engaged by the veterinary 


department for the purpose. Last year: 
out of 441 reports of supposed outbreaks. 


of the disease received in the veterinary 
department, only ninety-two were re- 
corded as rabies. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT 
COURT—CASE OF ELLEN RYAN. 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 


~ 


W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to. 


the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
‘he is aware that Ellen Ryan, of Clare 
Street, Limerick, has been detained in 
prison for contempt of court for 743 days ; 
and is she still in prison; and, if not, 


when was she released, and how many: 


days altogether has she been in custody. 
Mr. ATKINSON : I am informed that 


this woman was committed to prison on 
the 2nd February, 1898, on a writ of 


attachment issued by the Master of the: 


Rolls. She is still detained in prison and 
has been in custody 759 days. Her 
contempt consists in neglecting to pay 
into court money for which she was found 
to be accountable. She has not made 
any application to the Master of the 
Rolls to be released, but apparently 


desires to be discharged from prison. 


without paying the money. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
May [ask the right hon. Gentleman, bear- 
ing in mind that only a few days ago he 
admitted that a man named Kavanagh 
was driven mad in prison and is now ina 
lunatic asylum—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


does not arise out of the question. 


Captain DONELAN: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman bring the case of this 
| woman under the notice of the Master of 


‘the Rolls ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : She must apply to 
the Master of the Rolls to purge her con- 
‘tempt. It is not a matter in which the 
| Executive can interfere. 

| rT 

| Mr. PATRICK O?BRIEN: Will you 


| take care she is not driven. mad ? 
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FAIR RENTS IN COUNTY DONEGAL. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 

[ heg toask Mr. Attorney General for Ire- 

land whether he is aware that a sitting of 


(uest ions. 
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served by answering the second para- 
graph of the question ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 


Order, order ! 


theSub-Commission of the Irish LandCom- | 


mission to hear applications for the fixing 
of fair rents from the districts of Glen- 
colombkille and Kilear is to be held in 
Killybegs, County Donegal; whether, 


having regard to the fact that more than | 


fifty tenants of these districts will have to 
travel with their witnesses upwards of 
thirty miles from their homes to give 
evidence at the hearing of their cases at 
Killybegs, for which they have been 
notified to attend on the Ist instant, the 
Government will take some steps to have 
cases arising in the districts of Glen- 
eolombkille and Kilear heard in Carrick, 
and thus protect the tenduts from the 
expense and hardship entailed by the 


present arrangement ; and whether any | 


steps can be taken to countermand the 
notices of the hearing of fair rent cases 
from Glencolombkille and Kilear at 
Killybegs. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I am informed that 
a sitting of the Sub-Commissioners was 
fixed to commence on yesterday at Killy- 
hegs. Prior to yesterday, when I com- 
municated to the Land Commissioners 
the substance of the complaints privately 
brought under my notice by the hon, 
Member and which are referred to in this 
«question, the Commissioners had received 
no representations that the sitting of the 


Sub-Commission at Killybegs would entail | 


hardship and expense on the tenants. 
‘That sitting was fixed, I am informed, by 
the Sub-Commission after considering the 


convenience of the parties and taking into | 


account the time at their disposal. In 
any case it appears to be now too late to 
alter the sitting which commenced on 
yesterday, even if other arrangements 
made it possible to do so. 


MURDER OF MR. BIRD AT BANTRY. | 


Sir HENRY HOWORTH (Salford, 
$.): [beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 


for Ireland whether a man charged with | 


the murder of Mr. Bird at Bantry has 
been arrested ; and whether he has any 
evidence that the murder 
agrarian character. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I wish to 


‘ask the right hon. Gentleman whether he | 
thinks the interests of justice would be | 


was of an) 


Captain DONELAN : I wish to ask 
you, Mr. Speaker, whether, as the second 
paragraph of the question is calculated to 
_ prejudice the case, it is not out of order ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think there 
is anything out of order in the question 
on the Paper. 


Mr. ATKINSON : One man has been 
arrested, and is at present under remand, 
charged with the murder of Mr. Bird. 
Whilst the investigation into the crime is 
taking place, it would be obviously im- 
proper on my part to make any state- 
ment as to the motive for the commission 
of the crime. 


REPORTED RIOTS AT PORTADOWN. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
jask the Attorney General for Ireland a 
| question of which I have given him 
| private notice, namely, whether he has 
any explanations to give about the oceur- 
rences at Portadown last night, in which 
| a mob, said to be an Orange mob, attacked 
‘houses and public buildings, said to 
| belong to Catholics. [ wish also to ask 
| how many persons were injured, to what 
| extent damage was done to property, why 
| the police failed to protect the inhabitants 
and their property, and what precautions 
he has now taken to preserve the peace 
there. I would also ask whether anyone 
has been arrested or brought to justice in 
connection with the matter. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The notice of the 
hon. Member was only received at the 
Irish Office at one o'clock to-day. The 
police authorities were at once com- 
municated with, but I have not yet 
received any report from them. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: As the 
right hon. Gentleman represents the 
Chief Secretary in this matter, may I ask 
if the police have failed to communicate 
'to the Chief Secretary the fact that these 
things occurred ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: There was_ not 
sufficient time between the receipt of the 
notice of the question and the sitting of 
the House to obtain the report. 
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Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: The right 


hon. Gentleman misunderstands my 
question. These things unfortunately 
occur only too often in Ireland, and I 
wish to know if the police authorities do 


not at once communicate them to the | 


Chief Secretary at his office in London. 
Mr. ATKINSON : Yes, Sir. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Did the 
right hon. Gentleman apply there for 
information ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
give notice that at the rising of the 


House to-night I will ask for further 
information. 


EDUCATION BILL FOR SCOTLAND. 
Mr. CROMBIE (Kineardineshire): I 


beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | ; a eee : 
| term of oftice of District Councillors and 


when the measure in regard to education 
in Scotland, promised in the Queen’s 
Speech, will be introduced ; and whether 
it will deal with secondary education. 


THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): L believe the Secretary for Scotland 
proposes to introduce this Bill in the 
House of Lords. Iam not aware of the 
actual day of introduction; but the Bill 
will deal with the tunds available for 
secondary education. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
MasJor RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Kirst Lord of the Treasury whether he 


can state when the Army FKstimates 
will be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am sorry I 
cannot fix a date. One difficulty in my 
way is that my hon. friend the Under 
Secretary for War is not at present able 
to attend the sittings of the House, and I 
cannot be quite sure when he will be in a 
position to do so. 

snyasy 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : Can the First Lord of 
Treasury say what the business will be in 
the early days of next week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Monday 


my right hon. friend the Chancellor of 
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the Exchequer proposes to introduce the 
Budget, and I think I will have to ask 
the House to suspend the twelve o'clock 
rule on Monday night in order to facili- 
tate the progress of the necessary resolu 
tions. Tuesday we propose to take for 
the continuation of the Budget discussion, 
but should the discussion conclude on 
Monday, Tuesday may be left to private 
members. On Thursday we may take 
the Army Estimates, but that will de- 
pend on whether my hon. friend the 
Under Secretary for War will be able tu 
attend the House that day. 





NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


John O'Donnell, Esq., for County ot 
Mayo (South Mayo Division). 


NEW BILLS. 
DISTRICT COUNCILLORS AND GUAR- 
DIANS (TERM OF OFFICE). 


Bill to make further provision for the 


Guardians, Ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Pretyman, Sir John Dorington, Mr. 
Cripps, Mr. Price, and Mr. Trevelyan. 


DISTRICT COUNCILLORS AND GUAR- 
DIANS (TERM OF OFFICE) BILL. 
“To make further provision for the 
term of office of District Councillors and 
Guardians,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 108.] 


COAL MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD 
LABOUR UNDERGROUND). 

sill to prohibit Child Labour Under- 

ground in Coal Mines, Ordered to he 

brought in by Sir Charles Dilke, Sir 

James Joicey, Sir Joseph Pease, and Sir 


Alfred Hickman. 


COAL MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD 

LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL. 

“To prohibit Child Labour Under- 
ground in Coal Mines,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 109.] 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT = (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Local Government 
(Scotland) Act, 1894, Ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Edmund Robertson 
and Sir Charles Cameron. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
“To amend the Local Government 
(Scotland) Act, 1894,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 110.] 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WuitE Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I have to ask leave to introduce a Bill to 
amend the Factory and Workshop Acts, 
and I will endeavour to explain as briefly 
as 1 can what the object of the measure 
is. The Bill makes new provision for 
regulations with regard to dangerous 
trades, in substitution for the existing 
method of special rules and arbitration. 
I propose to do away with the objection- 
able system of arbitration, and to provide 
that the regulations, when made, shall 
apply uniformly, subject, if need be, to 
specified exceptions, to all places where 
machinery, or the process certified to be 
dangerous, is: used. The Secretary 
of State will publish a draft of these 
regulations, and give time for objec- 
tions to be made by all persons who 
are affected, which I think is a most 
reasonable proposal. He will then try to 
settle the objections, and if he fails he 
may appoint a referee, who must not be 
an inspector of factories or he affected by 
the regulations which are at issue. 
Powers are taken for the referee to hear 
the objections in open court, and upon 
his report the Secretary of State may 
make his regulations. Those regulations 
may be applied to tenement factories 
and workshops, and may, if necessary, 
make owners or occupiers as well as 
employers liable. The regulations may 
also prohibit the use of any material 
or any process which is dangerous 

a great step, I think, in advance. 
With reference to sanitation, I propose to 
deal with out-work in unhealthy places by 
an alteration of Section 5 of the Act of 
1895. That section provides for inter- 
ference where there is risk to the health 
of the person employed “and” of the 
district. I propose to substitute the 
word “or” for “and,” which I believe 
was really intended by the Act of 1895. 
There are other provisions with reference 
to employment, consequent on the pas- 
sage of the twelve years of age rule last 
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session, to make the law generally applic- 
able wherever the Factory Acts apply, 
and there are certain provisions also with 
reference to overtime. Although the 
question of the protection of boilers is 
dealt with by several Bills which are 
before the House, I have put a clause into 
this Bill providing that there shall be 
proper steam valves and gauges, and that 
the boilers shall be overhauled periodically 
by a competent person and the account of 
the inspection properly certified in a 
register. I propose also to deal with 
laundries, to take power to repeal the 
present unworkable provisions, which 
were somewhat hastily concluded, and to 
apply to laundries the appropriate pro- 
visions of the Act with such modifications 
as may be necessary. The scope of the 
provision, ¢.7., as to the inclusion of charit- 
able institutions, | do not propose to alter 
in my Bill. I propose to take power to 
extend the “ particulars” clause to out- 
workers. At present certaiti emergency 
processes in fish-curing and jam-making in 
England, Scotland, and Ireland ave ex- 


‘empted altogether from the Acts either for 


the whole or part of the year. This Bill 
brings them all into the Aets, thus giving 
that sanitary protection to the workers 
which, I think, is absolutely necessary, 
and from which they ought not to be 
exempted. Extra hours are allowed 
in the emergency processes of these 
trades when it is necessary to work 
overtime to prevent the materials from 
being destroyed by circumstances of 
weather, and so on. There are various 
other provisions in the Bill, which con- 
tains forty-six clauses, simplifying the 
registers, reducing the number of returns, 
which are unnecessarily voluminous, and 
for enabling the Acts to be consolidated, 
which cannot be done, however, until 
there has been some amendment of them. 
The general object, indeed, of much of the 
Bill is to fill up the gaps where the Acts 
do not fit into one another, to amend 
imperfect wording, so as to facilitate 
administration, and to prepare for consoli- 
dation. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That leave be given to bring ina Bill to 
amend the Factory and Workshop Acts.” 
—(Sir WM. White Ridley.) 


*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 
shire, Forest of Dean): The Bill does not 
touch the Lancashire Saturday stop. 








H 
en 
pe 
call 
at 
m) 
in 
Bi 
re: 
cel 
Fa 
an} 
a 
que 
del 
tra 
tras 
the 
to 
unc 
hav 
of 
sam 
insi 
regi 
I a 
the 
pose 
tion 
Gra 
that 
knoc 
then 
for y 
I am 
them 
matt 
cand ‘ 
to re 
espec 
All I 
that ; 
by pl. 
the h 
ithus § 
blocks 
way 
would 
glad t 
year ¢ 
We u 
been 
would 
seems 
its gel 
Suppo! 


Que 
VOI 





wer ee = Sst ‘é lle 


—:— lee = ~~ 


< 
L 
f 
$ 


ot 








1541 Supply 
*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: No. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): £ am not going to 
enter into the details of the Bill, but 
perhaps the right hon. Gentleman will 
allow me to say, speaking for myself, and 
at the same time, no doubt, for many of 
my hon. friends, that we are very glad 
indeed to find he is going to intreduce a 
Bill which, judging from his speech, will 
really be a substantial step in advance in 
certain matters in connection with the 
Factory Acts. Everybody who has had 
any experience of the working of this Act, 
and who has paid any attention to the 
question of factory legislation, will be 
delighted to find that the system of arbi- 
tration, which in regard to dangerous 
trades has been the one chief obstacle in 
the way of improving legislation applying 
to those trades, is to disappear. As [ 
understand the Bill, the employers will 
have ample protection under the proposals 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and at the 
same time the difficulty experienced in 
insisting upon proper legislation with 
regard to these matters will disappear. 
[ am very glad, too, to find that 
the right hon. Gentleman also _pro- 
poses to deal with the laundry ques- 
tion. Those who were members of the 
Grand Committee in 1895 will remember 
that the Laundry Clauses were then so 
knocked about and amended as to render 
them practically useless for the purposes 
for which they were originally introduced. 
[ am glad it is now preposed to bring 
them under the Factory Acts. On other 
matters, such as the “Particulars Clause ” 
and “ Emergency Processes,” I should like 
to reserve my judgment. The latter, 
especially, will want careful watching. 
All I will say now is that we all agree 
that a step is taken in the right direction 
by placing a larger amount of power in 
the hands of the Home Secretary, for we 
thus get rid of many of those stumbling- 
blocks which have hitherto stood in the 
way of carrying out provisions which 
would be to the public advantage. I am 
glad that the right hon. Gentleman last 
year delayed the introduction of this Bill. 
We understood that had the measure 
been brought in twelve months ago it 
would have been but a small one. This 
seems to be far more satisfactory, and to 
its general principle I give my hearty 
support. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


VOL. LXXIX. |[FourTH SeErgEs.] 


{2 Marcu 1900} 





(Navy Estimates). 1543 

Bill ordered to be brought in by See- 
retary Sir Matthew White Ridley and 
Mr. Jesse Collings. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. 


“To amend the Factory and Workshop 
Acts,” presented, and read the First 
Time ; to be read a Second Time upon 
Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
111.] 


SUPPLY [83RD ALLOTTED Day}. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Navy Estimates, 1900-1901. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £5,527,000, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the 
Expenses of Wages, &c., to Officers, Sea- 
men and Boys, Coastguard, and Royal 
Marines, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1901.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
This, in my opinion, ‘s the most important 
Vote we have to take in regard to the 
Navy; and for this simple reason, that 
neither our ships nor our guns nor our 
armour, and still less our docks and our 
fortifications, would be of use unless we 
had men to fire the guns, to man the 
vessels, und to defend the fortifications 
and docks. The question of what a man’s 
value is depends entirely on his training, 
and, consequently, when you come to con- 
sider naval questions, the most important 
and vital part to look at, and to judge it 
by, is the method adopted of training. It 
particularly behoves us, at this moment, 
to pay more attention than ever to this 
subject. There is going to be a very 
large increase of the American Navy. We 
may, too, look to an entirely new develop- 
ment in the German Navy, and the future 
may bring about vast changes in the 
balance of naval power in the world. We 
must, therefore, look to the essential part 
ef our naval system. That essential part 


is, I submit, the training of the men, and 


I am bound to say that, while the right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Admiralty has carried out many of his 
duties with great success, in other direc- 
tions he has, I fear, adopted the very 
means which an enemy of this country 
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would have taken if he had sought | 
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| when the emergency is passed he will go 


to destroy the value of our Navy. | back to the old system and take all the 
Up to quite recently the system of | boys at fifteen. 


training officers and men for the Navy | 
(especially that of training officers) was, I 

should say, quite admirable. The naval 

officer was trained, not by sitting upon a 

form and listening to lectures, but by 

standing on deck and handiing a ship. 

His training was not theoretical, but prac- 
tical; and the result was something 
beyond anything that has been seen in| 
any service in the world. The training 

of the boys in the Navy usually began at 

from fifteen to sixteen and a half years of 

age. They were put on board a training 

ship for twenty months, and then they 

went to sailing brigs, where they learnt to 

handle sails, and became more acquainted 

with the practical work of masts and 

yards. In these brigs they remained for 

six weeks only, which should be thirteen. 

That training is short enough for their 

preparation for the Navy ; but under that 

system we got fairly good men, and there 

was never any difficulty in the number of 

boys to pass through that course of enter- 

ing the lower deck for the Navy. Re- 

cently a new system has been adopted. 

First of all, let me say fifteen is not too 

young an age at which to take the boys; 

if it is anything, it is too high. Your 

fisherman begins at nine, ten, or eleven, 

and produces one of the finest seamen in 

the world. The right hon. Gentleman, 

feeling himself under the pressure of 

emergency, has instituted a new system, 

under which he sends vessels round 

the coasts and enlists boys at so late an 

age as eighteen, which is far too high an 

age to take a boy first to sea. No doubt 

if a boy is already a seaman and has 

already had some training at sea, there is 

something to be said for this system. I 

believe, however, the majority of these 

boys are inland boys who go fer the first 

time to sea. Consequently I think this to 

a considerable extent impairs the personnel 
of the Navy so far as regards the lower 
deck. I regret very much the right hon. 

Gentleman has thought. it necessary to 
abandon the oid system of fifteen and 
taken eighteen. 

THE FIRST LORD or tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): We have not abandoned 
the old system. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will tell me that 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : So soon as the supply 
is filled up we shall return to the old 
system. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I am very 
glad to be able to withdraw one of the 
five counts of my indictment. I now 
come to amore serious matter, and that 
is the training of the officers. Up to 
recently the system has been to receive 


boys into the “Britannia” at the 
age of thirteen, to send them to 
sea at fifteen, and for them _ to 


become lieutenants at twenty. Thus they 
served five years at sea and two in a ship 
The right hon. Gentleman has altered that 
system, so that the boys enter now the 
“ Britannia ” at fifteen instead of thirteen 
years of age. He has shortened the time 
in the “Britannia” very considerably 
more nearly by one-half than by one-third 
and the result is a boy now enters the 
“ Britannia ” at the average age of fifteen, 
goes to sea at sixteen and a half, and 
becomes a lieutenant at twenty. Under 
these circumstances a very large propor 
tion of the original training time is taken 
off. I think that is a mistake. But, 
more than this, I believe the right hon. 
Gentleman has made an enormous mistake 
in substituting barracks for ships. Most 
of these boys who came into the 
“ Pritannia” for the first time came from 
inland towns, many of them have neve1 
seen a ship or walked about in one, and 
it is of the utmost importance that at the 
earliest age of the officer's career he 
should know enough about a ship to live 
on one. The right hon. Gentleman will 
tell me barrack boats are used; but it is 
a different thing to use a boat to put out 
from the shore from having to use it to 
move out of the ship. It is also said 
and it is true—that the “ Britannia ” is a 
very old vessel, and that she could not have 
gone on much longer. That is of no im- 
portance, because it is easy enough to 
replace her by another vessel. You cannot 
catch your seamen too young, men or 
officers, especially officers, and _ initiate 
them into the ways of ships, which are 
different from the ways of houses. The 
right hon, Gentleman has said he intends 
to extend the “ Britannia ” course again 
from one and ahalf to two years. Has 
| he made up his mind whether that is to, 
i 
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he done by lowering the age at which the 
boys are received into the “ Britannia ” 
to thirteen, or by receiving the boys at 
fifteen and sending them to sea later? 
I hope he intends to take the first of 
those courses. Whichever he takes, the 
great objection will remain-——that you 
have turned your ship into a_ barrack, 
and, so far as the early training is con- 
cerned, it has ceased to be training as a 
sailor, and has begun to be training a 
soldier. The most serious count of all 
(because it atfects both the men and the 
officers) is the abolition of the training 
squadron. My right hon. friend told me, 
the other evening, that no final decision 
had been arrived at with regard to the 
abolition of the training squadron. But 
in the meantime he has abolished it, he 
has dismantled the ships which were 
ready to go to sea, put them away some- 
where in one of his docks, and turned 
the crews over to cruisers. If he is going 
to tell me he intends to build eight or 
ten new training ships, [ shall applaud 
him with both hands, and think he has 
come to proper naval ideas again. But I 
do not see any sign of that. If there is 
any question whether the abolition of 
the training squadron is mght or 
wrong, the business of the First 
Lord is to take no action until he has 
satisfied himself which is right or wrong. 
The present system has produced admir- 
able officers, and the abolition of that 
system may produce officers inferior 
to those we have now. Does he 
pretend he would produce better officers 
by giving them less training on masts 
and yards? That is impossible. The 
argument against masts and yards is that 
in the Royal Navy sailors have nothing 
to do with anything but steam. ‘That is 
not quite true. Every hand on the ship 
may have to take to the boats and to 
handle sails, more or less. The officers 
may have to take charge of a sailing 
merchantman. In a sailor’s life you will 
never get rid of the occasional necessity 
of dealing with sails. What we want is 
the best trained men, able to deal with 
the greatest possible readiness with new 
sets of circumstances ; and [ maintain that 
nothing produces the seaman-mind so 
well as the work on masts and yards. 
The work on masts and yards teaches the 
men to rely upon themselves and to 
place reliance in their shipmates, and it 
gives them an athletic development and | 
readiness of mind which nothing in the | 
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world can surpass. I do not fora moment 
_ argue that for the rest of his lite, and the 
business he is to do, it is essential that 
aman should go through the training 
squadron. My argument is that the 
training squadron gives him a sort of 
training which nothing else can supply. 
I do plead most earnestly for the retention 
of the training squadron, but I cannot help 
feeling that though the right hon. Gentle- 
man_ professes to be in a judicial attitude 
on this matter, he is rather against me. 


N 


rk. GOSCHEN : Why ? 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I will give 


a reason why I cannot help having that 
feeling, and that is the fact that he has 
appointed Lord Charles Beresford away 
from this House to the Mediterranean. 


\ 


_ 


r. GOSCHEN dissented. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Of course I 
did not mean that seriously, it was only 
a little joke. I will put it this way— 
that my position in defending the training 
squadron is very much weakened by the 
absence of the noble Lord, who could, 
doubtless, have advanced very superior 
arguments. There is only one other 
count in this indictment, but it is rather 
a serious one, namely, that in recent 
times not only have the officers put in 
less sea time, but the ships themselves 
have spent less time at sea. That is an 
additional reason for desiring the retention 
of the training squadron. The training 
squadron spends sometimes as much as 
ninety days at sea, whereas the ordinary 
man of war, battleship or cruiser, rarely 
spends more than ten days, while the 
Mediterranean squadron seldom spends as 
much as that. I am informed that the 
present Mediterranean squadron is mainly 
engaged in steaming at full speed from 
one port to another. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : No, that is not so. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I hope it is 
not so. Perhaps the right hon. Gentle- 
man will tell us what sort of evolutions 
the Mediterranean Squadron _ performs, 
and how long the vessels are at sea. 
Lord St. Vincent in 1796 wrote from 
Lisbon that he would not stay there a 
moment longer than was necessary to put 
his vessel to rights, as the only way to 
train sailors was on the sea, and the more 
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they were kept at sea the better, and the 
less they were kept in port the better. I 
am afraid that whether our desire is to 
economise coal 
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Mr. GOSCHEN : No. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES am glad 
the right hon. Gentleman repudiates that. 
My information is that too little time is 
spent at sea by Her Majesty’s ships. All 
these points are calculated to impair the 
training of the sailor. Give me a bad 
ship and a good crew and, if I were a 
naval captain, there is nothing I could not 
do. But a good ship and a bad crew 
would be useless to anybody. I wish to 
say a word about the instructions given 
to cruisers respecting contraband of war. 
It is of the utmost importance when we 
are at war that all that remains to us of 
our power at sea should be exercised. 
There have undoubtedly been some unfor- 
tunate mistakes which I can only attribute 
to the ,instructions issued to the officers. 
These officers have not only searched, in 
the technical term, vessels suspected of 
carrying contraband of war, but actually 
unloaded the cargo, a thing which is alto- 
getherout of the cognisanceand thedictates 
of international law. I can only attribute 
these proceedings to some mistake in the 
instructions issued by the right hon. 
Gentleman or to some misapprehension of 
those instructions on the part of the offi- 
cers themselves. The results have been 
lamentable. We have been forced to 
apologise to the nations whose vessels 
have been improperly searched, and our 
officers have been discouraged from hand- 
ling other vessels. Another mistake has 
been the instruction that vessels should 
not be searched anywhere except between 
Aden and Delagoa Bay. That is giving 
up almost the whole of the high seas to 
the runners of contraband of war. A 
further mistake was in saying we would 
not search mail steamers upon mere sus- 
picion. That point I dealt with the 
other night. You may have information, 
but there is nothing so suspicious as in- 
formation, especially when it comes from 
such a source as that from which came 
the information that misled our officers on 
the recent occasion—namely, 
Finally, there is the undertaking that we 
will agree to arbitration as to the amount 
of compensation to be given. That is a 


most extraordinary interference with the 
Admiralty Court. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


To take away from 


‘COMMONS} 
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' whatever the demerits of the system may 


the enemy. , 
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the Prize Court the right always inherent 
in it of settling the compensation to be 
given where wrong has been done is a 
very strange and novel principle, as to 
which I hope we shall have some ex- 
planation. I repeat that I very much 
regret I made an allusion which wounded 
the right hon. Gentleman. I can assure 
him I intended it only as a little joke, 
but I do regret the absence of Lord 
Charles Beresford. Ihave endeavoured to 
express very temperately the views I very 
strongly entertain, because I feel that 
upon ‘the training of the men of the Nav y 
more than anything else depends the 
future of the Navy itself. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: My hon. friend has 
brought five indictments against me, and 
I think I can remove his impression with 
regard to two if not three of them. 
With reference to the introduction of the 
new system of taking somewhat older 
boys, | hope the point has been nearly 
reached when that system may be 
changed. At the same time i-am hound 
to say that that system has been intro- 
duced in the Mediterranean Squadron and 
elsewhere, and has been extremely well 
reported upon. There has been no de- 
terioration at all. 


BETHELL: Has the 


getting the 


COMMANDER 
system been successful in 
number of boys required ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The Admiralty 
obtain quite as many boys as they re- 
quire. My hon. friend asks me a question 
“ Britannia,” but 


be, it has increased very much the supply 
of officers at a time when the Navy has 
been extremely short of them. I have 
over and over again made inquiries of the 
commanders of ships when they have 
come back from foreign stations as to 
whether they have found any deteriora- 
tion in the junior officers under them, and 
in no one case has a statement been made 
which supports the opinion held by my 
hon. friend. Generally speaking, the 
reports with regard to these ofticers have 
been extremely satisfactory. The system 
has enabled the Admiralty to introduce 
180 cadets every year instead of 120, and 
there is always keen competition for the 
vacancies on the “ Britannia.” As to the 
question of a training squadron, my own 
impression is in favour of it; but the 
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experience have said they cannot see any 
ditference whatever in the men who come 
from a training squadron and those who 
do not. Three Commanders-in-Chief have 
taken the view that a training squadron 
is not necessary, and the bulk, or at all 
events a very large number, of the officers 
are not satisfied that the training squadron 
is necessary or that it produces better 
results. I think that in a matter of this 
kind I ought to follow generally the 
authority of my naval colleagues rather 
than to be carried away by theoretical 
views of my own, even strengthened as 
I am by my hon. friend. Let me call the 
attention of my hon. friend to this fact. 
In the case of officers of the present day 
there is a kind of training which is 
extremely valuable to them, and which 
tries their nerves very effectually —I mean 
the training in destroyers—and the way 
in which many of these young officers 
who have not had the training my 
hon. friend desires handle their torpedo 
boats and destroyers excites the 
admiration of many men in the mercantile 
marine. Only a small proportion of the 
officers have gone through the training 
squadron, and the fact that our ships of 
war are able to enter foreign ports with- 
out the assistance of a pilot shows that 
they are able to perform their varied 
duties in a manner which is most credit- 
able to the Navy. I cannot understand 
how the rumour has got abroad that ships 
are less at sea now than they used to be. 
I do not know to what date my hon. 
friend alludes, or whether he means ten 
years or five years ago. On the contrary, 
[ can say with confidence that. they are 
more, rather than less, at sea now than 
when I first took office. There has been 
no diminution whatever, and I believe the 
admirals put those under them through 
more tactics and naval exercises than they 
used to do. Notwithstanding the enor- 
mous price of coal at the present time, I 
can assure my hon. friend that no hint 
has ever been given to any admiral to 
lessen the exercise of his ships at sea in 
consequence of the high price of coal. _ If 
my hon. friend looks at the Navy Esti- 
mates in regard to the consumption of 
coal he will be satisfied that there has 
been no stinting whatever in that direc- 
tion. The last point touched by my hon. 
friend has reference to the instructions 
given to naval officers as regards contra- 


band of war. Papers on that subject will , 
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shortly be laid before the House, from 
which my hon. friend will be able to 
gather what those instructions are, and 
I think it will be more satisfactory that 
my hon. friend should refer to those 
Papers than that I should make a state- 
ment. Our naval officers are placed in an 
extremely difficult position, as well as the 
Foreign Office and the Admiralty ; for the 
position is complicated by circumstances 
which might never again arise. Not only 
is this the first time for years and years 
when a question of contraband had arisen, 
but we are at war with an inland State 
to which access was gained from the sea 
through a small portion of a neutral 
State. This naturally has given rise to a 
state of things which has given some 
trouble in connection with the searching 
of ships, and I think my hon. friend will 
find from a perusal of the Papers that 
every care has been taken to prevent the 
consequences he fears might follow on the 
action of our officers. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): The other day the hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary to the Admiralty was good 
enough to say that a statement would be 
made as to the position of the Roman 
Catholic chaplains in the Royal Navy, 
and that an explanation would be given 
as to what is intended to be done by the 
Admiralty with regard to the Catholic 
Church in this matter. I asked a question 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty a few 
days ago on this subject,* and the reply 
which he gave to me led to some misun- 
derstanding amongst those interested in 
this matter. The right hon. Gentleman 
said the Admiralty had made arrange- 
ments which had met with the approval 
of the Catholic hierarchy, and practically 
that nothing more was to be done. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: No, I did not say 
that they had met with their approval, if 
I conveyed that impression it was not 
what I intended. I cannot remember the 
exact words which I used, but I stated 
that the matter had been settled in con- 
sultation with the clerical authorities. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: What 
the right hon. Gentleman has just stated 
is, to some extent, a justification of the 
statement which I made a moment ago 
that some misunderstanding exists on this 





* See page 371 of this Volume (19 Feb.). 
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matter. The right hon. Gentleman says 
he did not state that he made arrange- 
ments which had the approval of the 
Catholic hierarchy, but he certainly led 
us to understand that the arrangements 
which had been come to were made in 
consultation with the Catholic hierarchy, 
and consequently they were satisfactory. 
Such undoubtedly is not the case, because, 
as the hon. Gentleman the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury already knows, 
no later than the other day a very strong 
statement was made on this question of 
Catholic chaplains in the Navy by so high 
an authority as Cardinal Logue in Ireland, 
who even went to the length of pointing 
out to the parents of Catholic children in 
Ireland that it would be dangerous to the 
religion of their children if they allowed 
them to join the Royal Navy. I do sub- 
mit that, when you have an ecclesiastic 
of the high authority of Cardinal Logue 
in Ireland making a statement calculated 
to discourage the Catholics of the country 
from joining the Navy on the ground 
that no provision is made for their spiritual 
needs and welfare, it is quite time for the 
Admiralty to pay serious attention to the 
matter. [do not propose to enter at length 
into the grievances of Catholics onthis mat- 
ter, because my hon. friend the Member for 
East Mayo has over and over again 
placed them before the Committee. All 
that we claim is that Catholic chaplains 
in the Navy should be put on the same 
level as Catholic chaplains in the Army. 
In the Army there is no complaint what- 
ever in this matter. Catholic chaplains 
have a recognised status ; they hold com- 
missions, their position is well defined, 
and, as far as I know, they are treated in 
every respect as are chaplains of other 
denominations. That is not the case in 
the Navy. Catholic chaplains are not on 
the same footing as Protestant chaplains, 
and are not given the same facilities for 
ministering to their co-religionists. 


ApMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Easthourne): 
They are, when in harbour. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: It 
occasionally happens that a man may 
require religious ministration when he 
is not in harbour. You cannot expect 


a man not to want religious ministra- 

tion except when he is riding at anchor. 

Considering the number of Catholies 

in the Navy, I think it is not in 

accordance with the spirit of the age 
Mr, William Redmond, 


{COMMONS} 
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that Catholic chaplains should not be 
placed on an equality with the chaplains 
of other denominations. I am much 
interested to hear the answer of the 
hon. Gentleman the Civil Lord of the 
Admiralty, because on it will depend 
whether my hon. friend the Member for 
East Mayo will take further action in 
this matter. 


Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): When this ques- 
tion was discussed on previous occasions, 
my right hon. friend the First Lord of 
the Admiralty expressed his sympathy 
with the views put forward on behalf of 
Roman Catholics in the Navy, and his 
great anxiety to meet them as far as 
possible. The subject is one of very 
considerable difficulty, as I think the 
hon. Member himself will be prepared to 
acknowledge. I have not, however, risen 
for the purpose of referring again to the 
old difficulty, but rather to tell the hon. 
Member what we have done. We have 
been in communication with certain 
authorities of the Roman Catbelic Church, 
with a view to arranging a more satis- 
factory method for meeting the religious 
needs of Roman Catholic officers and 
men. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Have 
you been in consultation with the Irish 
hierarchy as well as with the English 
hierarchy ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No, 
Sir: we have had no direct communi- 
cation with the Irish hierarchy. It is one 
of the difficulties of dealing satisfactorily 
with this question, and it appears to be 
very difficult to find any central authority 
empowered to speak for the Roman 
Catholic Church. We have tried to 
deal with the Roman Catholics in 
the same spirit and as far as 
possible in the same way as we 
have dealt with the Wesleyans and 
the Presbyterians. In the case of the 
Wesleyans we were much assisted by the 
fact that they have an association with a 
permanent secretary, who was able to 
keep us fully informed as to their views, 
and with whom we were able to arrange. 
I wish there were some similar Roman 
Catholic association whose views would 
be binding over the whole Roman Catholic 
Church, and who would have authority to 
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speak for it. No little part of our diffi- 
culty has been that after we had arranged 
to meet the views of what we believed to 
be the highest authorities of the Roman 
Catholic Church in England, we found 
other authorities claiming the right to 
speak in respect of particular cases, and 
who did not consider themselves bound 
by the opinions of the authorities we 
had consulted. 


Dr. FOX (King’s County, Tullamore) : 
Do not the vast majority of the Catholic 
sailors in the Navy come from [reland ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Yes ; but the hon. Member will see that 
in order to deal freely and fully with this 
matter it is important, if possible, that the 
persons representing the Roman Catholic 
Church should have easy access to the 
Admiralty and that the Admiralty should 
have easy accessto them. Unfortunately 
we cannot find in Lreland an authority to 
whom that would apply. We have no 
desire to exclude the views of the Roman 
Catholic Church in Ireland from our con- 
sideration, but from the circumstances of 
the case the communications, often 
verbal, must be made and the decision 
arrived at in London. Now, what we 
have endeavoured to do is to give 
fixed allowances to Roman Catholic 
priests for ministering to the Fleet at 
all our principal depots throughout the 
world. We have arranged twenty-one of 
these fixed allowances, varying from £200 
in the case of each of our three great 
home depdts—Portsmouth, Devonport, 
and Chatham—and also Malta, down to 
£25, which is really only a grant-in-aid 
given to Army chaplains for’ receiving 
Roman Catholics from the Fleet at their 
services. The chaplains at Portsmouth 
and Devonport begin at £175 a year, 
rising after five years to £200. They 


are established officers, and when they | 


retire they will receive a pension on 
the ordinary conditions. The chaplains 
at Chatham and Malta are paid on the 
sume scale, but are not entitled to 
pensions. Altogether there are four allow- 
ances of from £175 to £200, four of £100, 
three of £75, five of £50, and smaller 
grants. Where no fixed allowance is 
given, the Roman Catholic chaplain is 
paid for the services he renders to the 
men of the Fleet in proportion to the 
number of men to whom he ministers, 
and if the service is a special service for 
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the men of the Fleet a further special 
payment is made. I think, therefore, 
the hon. Member will see that we have 
done our best to meet the wishes and 
needs of Roman Catholics in the Fleet. 
We have proceeded on exactly the same 
lines as in the case of the Wesleyans and 
Presbyterians, except that the grants to 
Roman Catholics are more numerous than 
the grants to either the Wesleyans or the 
Presbyterians, and even more numerous 
than to the two combined. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is not 
the complaint that there are no Catholic 
chaplains on board ships in the Navy left 
unmet? May I ask if the rank of the 
Catholic chaplains is the same as that of 
the Protestant chaplains ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
Sir, it is perfectly true that the question 
of Roman Catholic chaplains with the Fleet 
at sea is left untouched. That is another 
branch of the subject. On previous occa- 
sions my right hon. friend stated his 
anxiety to do what he could, but at the 
same time he pointed out the difficulties 
in the way. We cannot undertake to 
find accommodation on board our ships for 
Presbyterian, Wesleyan, and Roman 
Catholic chaplains. The proportion of 
Roman Catholics in the Navy is about 
eight per cent., that of Wesleyans about 
six per cent., and that of Presbyterians 
something less. Roman Catholic officers 
in the Navy would be the first 
to admit that it is impossible to 
make arrangements by which Roman 
Catholic chaplains should be borne on a 
ship's books or be accommodated on 
board ship at sea. Arrangements might 
be made for Roman Catholic priests to 
accompany or follow the fleets, and remain 
at the places where the fleets have a 
station, so as to be handy for service. 
We did that in the Mediterranean last 
year, and though the results were not all 
that could have been desired, I hope that 
they will be satisfactory next year. The 
Hon. Member alluded to a pastoral which 
Cardinal Logue issued the other day, a 
notice of which I admit I saw in the 
newspapers with the most profound 
regret. | cannot but hope that the 


Cardinal, seeing the attempt which the 
Board of Admiralty has made to meet the 
wishes of his church, will see fit tv with- 
draw the opinion he has expressed. I can 
only say that if that opinion were to be 
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widely followed throughout the south- 
west of Ireland, and if the result was 
that the recruits now obtained from that 
part of the country ceased to join the 
Navy, the Admiralty would of necessity 
have to withdraw the training ship from 
Queenstown, just as on a previous occa- 
sion the training ship “Ganges” had 
been withdrawn from another port when 
the Navy ceased to obtain any number of 
local recruits there. I think that the 
pastoral of the Cardinal must have been 
issued under a misunderstanding, and 
having regard to the spirit in which the 
Admiralty has striven to meet the wishes 
of the Roman Catholics, and the fact that 
at any rate the department has made a 
considerable advance on recent practice 
in the direction the hon. Member desires, 
I trust we shall not hear of any more 
demonstrations of this kind. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
statement of the hon. Gentleman is ex- 
tremely interesting, and shows that some 
sort of attempt has been made to deal with 
the Roman Catholic seamen, but the last 
part of his statement will be received 
with great dissatisfaction in Ireland ; be- 
cause it means that unless the claim 
which the Roman Catholics have made 
through Cardinal Logue is withdrawn, 
unless Romen Catholic seamen are satis- 
fied to enter the Navy under conditions 
which they think unfair to their religion, 
then the training ship will be with- 
drawn. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
beg the hon. Gentleman’s pardon; I 
cannot allow that interpretation of my 
words. I said I hoped that Cardinal 
Logue would see the propriety of with- 
drawing his ruling that Roman Catholic 
parents would not be justified in allowing 
their children to enter the Navy. The 
hon. Member himself will see, and 
Cardinal Logue will see, that if recruits 
are to be withdrawn it would be useless 
to keepa training ship at Queenstown. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
hon. Gentleman will acquit me of any 
desire to misinterpret him, but his state- 
ment just now, to my mind, amounts to 
what I said. What did he mean but that 
unless the claim we made through 
Cardinal Logue was relinquished the 
training ship would be withdrawn? 
Speaking as the first authority and head 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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of the Catholic Church in Ireland, 
Cardinal Logue has simply said that, if 
he mistook not, Protestants had their 
chaplains on each ship, while a Roman 
Catholic chaplain did not even accompany 
the squadron. The result was that 
Catholic sailors were left without spiritual 
guidance, that they might live as they 
pleased, and die as if they were not 
Christians ; and this might account for 
the fact that so few Catholies were found 
inthe Navy. The Cardinal added in his. 
pastoral that if Roman Catholic parents 
permitted their boys to join the Navy 
before this want was remedied, they would 
he guilty of the violation of the sacred 
duty of securing the spiritual welfare of 
those committed to their charge. Now, 
really, I think it would be a most un- 
reasonable thing for the hon. Gentleman 
to require that a single word or sentence 
of that statement should be withdrawn. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: If 
expressed the hope, which I sincerely 
feel, that Cardinal Logue would cease 
to dissuade Irish Roman Catholics 
from entering the Navy, seeing what we 
have done, and what advances we have 
made towards meeting their requirements, 
and seeing that no other cleric of the 
Roman Catholic Church has ever thought 
that these dangers to their faith were 
incurred by the Irish Roman Catholics 
under the conditions now provided. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: It is 
not Cardinal Logue who has persuaded 
Irish Roman Catholics not to join the 
Navy; but it is the conditions insisted 
upon by the Admiralty which have dis- 
suaded them. It is in the interest of the 
Navy to remove these disabilities which 
prevent parents sending their children 
into the Navy. I venture to say that if 
the hon. Gentleman asks the opinion 
of any Catholie Churchman, he will find 
that it is in complete accordance with 
that of Cardinal Logue. The hon. Gentle- 
man did not tell us what the position of 
Catholic chaplains is compared with that 
of Protestant chaplains. Are they on 
equal terms ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
There are two chaplains on the Establish- 
ment list who are in all respects similar 
—the chaplains at Portsmouth and 
Devonport. The other Roman Catholic 
priests are not chaplains in the same 
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sense as the chaplains on the Navy List : 
they are not men whose whole life is 
devoted to the service in the Navy. The 
Admiralty have no claim upon them for 
their whole time or to order them about 
from one place to another. But we pay 
them allowances as long as they are in 
residence at these particular places to 
minister to the religious wanis of the 
sailors, 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Are not 
1 considerable number of the clergy of the 
Church of England in the position of 
commissioned officers in the Navy ? 
There is not a single Catholic clergyman 
a commissioned ofticer. [Mr. AUSTEN 
CHAMBERLAIN dissented.] This is one of 
the most important points on which dis- 
satisfaction has been expressed. There is 
a list of those Church chaplains who are 
appointed on shore, and you ought to 
give them the same position and the same 
rank that you give to the clergyman of 
the Church of England. There is not a 
single Catholic clergyman a commissioned 
officer in the Navy ashore or afloat, and 
every fair person will see that impartial 
justice has not been done in this matter. 
We are told that there are few Wesleyans, 
Catholics, or Dissenters ; and it comes to 
this, that the Church of England, as the 
Established Church, has every possible 
facility given to its members, and that no 
facility is given to the members of the 
other churches. That is simply the case, 
on the showing of the hon. Gentleman 
himself. I regret that he has not given 
a more satisfactory reply, and I feel sure 
that this matter will not be allowed to 
drop. It was the same in regard to the 
Army, and we had to keep pegging away 
about the Army until that inequality 
and injustice was completely done 
away with, and I can assure the hon. 
Gentleman that his Department will be 
troubled about this matter in the future. 


*ApMIRAL FIELD: I think the Civil 
Lord has stretched his duty almost to the 
utmost limit by the courteous manner in 
which he replied to the hon. Member. 
The hon. Member complains-——and I will 
speak very frankly on this matter—that 
the Admiralty do not give Roman 
Catholic chaplains to Her Majesty’s Fleet. 
That is because Roman Catholics, in com- 
mon with Wesleyans, Congregationalists, 
and other Nonconformist bodies, are 
Dissenters. In the Navy we are very 
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pleased to receive Irishmen, for we know 
that we are getting good fighting material 
but if Irishmen insist that their priests 
should come with the men, then, we say, 
take your men away. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
That is the whole thing now. 


*ApMIRAL FIELD: I say Roman 
Catholics are dissenters, and they have no 
more claim to force their priests on board 
men-of-war than Wesleyans and other 
dissenting bodies have to force their 
pastors. If you want fair play, that is. 
fair play. I can quite understand the 
aim and the game of the Irish Koman 
Catholic Members. Nothing will satisfy 
them except to get a priest on board 
every ship. But that will never come to 
pass as long as the Church of England is 
the Established Church of the land. 
Cardinal Logue said that there is a Pro- 
testant chaplain on board every ship in 
the Navy. That is not true. Protestant 
chaplains are only carried on board 
ships commanded by a_ post-captain. 
I do not know what you want, but 
I hope if this agitation is continued 
the Admiralty will withdraw _ the 
training ships from the Irish ports alto- 
gether. There is no room on board for 
two chaplains teaching different creeds 
and doctrines. We do not want to be 
questioned and catechised in that way ; 
it would only breed dissension. Turning 
to the question of training, I disagree 
with the statement that there is no 
difference in the ordinary man and the 
man trained in a training vessel of masts 
and yards. The North German Lloyd is 
so impressed with the value of trained 
crews that they are fitting up special 
ships for that purpose. I do not challenge 
the policy of the Admiralty in dis- 
mantling the training squadron at the 
present time, although we fear it may be 
the beginning of a new policy. All 1 ask 
is that no hurried decision shall be arrived 
at for demolishing the training squadron. 
Now I pass away from that and come to 
the question of the marines. I think it is 


| grossly unfair, when marines arei doing 


duty on shore at the front in South Africa, 
that they should be deprived of lodging 
allowance for their wives, whilst the 
soldiers’ wives are granted separation 
money of 1s. per day. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) : With 


regard to the statement made a few 
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moments ago by the Civil Lord, I should 
like to ask if it is-not a fact that since the 
“Black Prince” has been stationed at 
Queenstown permanently the anticipa- 
tions of the Admiralty have been realised, 
and the experiment proved perfectly 
successful. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There is at present no reason to consider 
the removal of the “ Black Prince,” as a 
very satisfactory class of boys is being 
obtained. If, in consequence of the 
advice of the hon. Gentleman and_ his 
friends, those boys cease to enter the 
Navy at Queenstown, then the “ Black 
Prince” will have to be removed else- 
where, but I hope such a condition of 
affairs will never arise. 

CapTaAIN DONELAN: As the Irish 
boys have turned out quite satisfactory 
as naval recruits 

Mr. AUSTEN 


Hear, hear ! 


CHAMBERLAIN : 


Captain DONELAN : Will the hon. | 


Gentleman consider the claim of the 
Catholic chaplain of Queenstown, whose 
duties have been considerably increased 
within the last few years, and whose 
allowance would be larger if calculated 
upon the old capitation basis. I do ask the 
hon. Gentleman’s favourable consideration 
as to this. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): There 
is no doubt great anxiety that a certain 
number of Irish boys should go into the 
service, but the Government is not dis- 
posed to consider the religious views of 
these boys. 
these boys to enter the service then he 
must respect their religious convictions. 
It is absolutely absurd to say “we want 
the boys, but we do not want their priests 
to intrude on the ship.” That view is 
higoted to a degree. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I do not 
represent a seaport constituency, and I 
am very glad of it on this occasion, 
because I should be sorry to see any 
constituents of mine go into the Navy to 
be treated in the way they evidently 
would be by officers like the hon. and 
gallant bigot who addressed us a while 
ago. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 


That is not a proper expression to use. 


Capt. Donelan, 


{COMMONS! 


If the hon. Gentleman wants | 
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Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I with- 
draw the expression “bigot.” The diffi- 
culty of Irish Catholics in speaking here 
is that even gentlemen who ought to 
understand better than the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman never seem to learn 
anything in this House. We are sick of 
hearing your profession of a desire to 
treat everyone in religious matters on an 
equality. As soon as a Roman Catholic 
question arises the Government is dead 
against any concession being made. We 
are tired of listening to praise and flattery 
of the gallant Irish soldiers and sailors ; if 
it is worth while having Irishmen with 
your flag you ought to give them the con- 
solations of their religion. If these are 
not afforded them it will act as a deterrent 
to their entering the service. We all 
recognise the proper spirit in which the 
Civil Lord has approached the subject. 
Apparently he was not satisfied with his 
own statement. He only talked of it as 
the best that could be done for the 
present, and he almost gave me reason to 
think that if he and the Admiralty got 
the opportunity they would go further. 
Irishmen are largely taxed in cash as well 
as in blood, and we hold that if you take 
Irishmen into your Navy you should give 
'them the same facilities for practising 
| their religion as are given to others. We 
;are told you make provision for the 
| Catholic sailor when he goes ashore, but 
surely in that case he can easily go to any 
| place of worship he likes. ‘Then we are 
| told there is no room on board ships for 
| priests, but the room that is used for the 
exercise of one religion can be used for 
the exercise of another, just the same as 
is done in your gaols. To tell a young 
'man going into the Navy that he is not 
to have proper religious attention is to 
tell hima very serious thing. The greatest 
terror you can put before an Irish Catholic 
is to tell him he will die without the 
priest. If a man is to be executed 
on the scaffold, he has the advantage of 
having the priest ; but in the Navy he is 
not to have that advantage because it 
| might cost you, perhaps, £100 a year per 
'ship. That is not my view of the best 
way to induce Irishmen to enter the 
Navy. The criticisms passed upon 
Cardinal Logue are most absurd, and can 
only emanate from people who do not 
understand the duty of a bishop 
or a priest. The bishop is bound 
to tell his people not to go on board ship 
or anywhere else where they incur risk to 
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their immortal souls. He would fail in 
his duty if he did not do it. Wherever 
Catholics go, they should look forward to 
having provision for receiving spiritual 
consolation when the hour of death 
arrives. It will be our duty, on every 
occasion that arises here, to keep this 
question pressed upon your attention 
until equality is dealt out to Roman 
Catholics in the Navy as well as 
elsewhere. 


Mr. DAVID MacIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said he wished to support as 
strongly as he could the views as to the 
training of seamen expressed by the hon. 
and gallant Admiral the Member for 
Eastbourne, on that side of the House. He 
felt that the saving of the cost of such 
training was very poor economy indeed, 
and he thought he had some right to 
address the House on the matter because 
he had been connected all his life with 
shipping matters, and he knew something 
of training vessels of every description. 
He was certain that the North German 
Lloyd’s, who had a training vessel of 
their own, were very wise and sensible 
people, and, as they were very closely 
connected with the German Government, 
in training sailors for their own service 
they were also training them for the 
German navy. The English companies 
did not do it, as a rule, because they said 
they could not afford it, but it was the right 
thing todo. Any shipowner who under- 
stood his business, the man who wished 
to have his ships well sailed or desired 
them to go safely, who took a pride in 
his business and understood it, would not, 
if he could help it, employ anybody who 
had only been trained in a steamship ; he 
knew perfectly well that the man most 
likely to navigate his ship safely was the 
man who had had a sea-going experience 
in sailing vessels. The best sailors of the 
present day were the men who had been 
trained in the small vessels running 
round our coasts—the fishermen class 
and those employed in larger sailing 
vessels. The number of men_ of 
that class was, unhappily, diminishing 
from the circumstance that steamers 
could be navigated so cheaply, whilst 
sailing vessels found it difficult to make a 
living. That was a national misfortune, 


and as time went on, unless the Navy 
again reverted to the system of training 
boys in training ships and sending them 
to sea, the time would come when our 
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ships of war would be manned not by 
sailors so much as by men who were 
gunners, who, however, would be more 
efficient if they were brought up in sailing 
vessels. He spoke with some knowledge 
of what was required, and he wished in 
the strongest possible manner to em- 
phasise the views with regard to the 
importance of training sailors expressed 
by the hon. and gallant Admiral the 
Member for Eastbourne. 


Mr. FE. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) 
said it was notorious that not a year ago 
there was considerable difficulty on the 
part of the Admiralty in getting a 
sufficient number of naval shipwrights to 
serve the Fleet. This class of men had 
certain grievances and had made certain 
complaints. He knew that some of these 
grievances—or alleged grievances—were 
extremely diflicult to meet, some of them, 
perhaps, could not be met at all. But it 
was undoubtedly due to their feeling of 
having these grievances that the Admi- 
ralty were unable to get a sufficiency of 
naval shipwrights. ‘Trades unions, on 
being applied to for advice, had advised 
their men that the conditions of service 
were such that they would not recom- 
mend them, in their own interest, to take 
service atloat in Her Majesty’s ships. 
That seemed to him to be an extremely 
serious state of things. The first question 
he desired to ask the First Lord was 
whether the plan introduced about a year 
ago had succeeded by which one hundred 
and fifty naval shipwrights were to be 
taught as boys over a shorter period of 
apprenticeship. Had the Admiralty got 
the one hundred and fifty boys expected, 
or was it the fact, as he understood, that 
they had not secured more than twenty 
or thirty boys? The second question 
related to warrant officers in the Navy, 
and this was a matter which had been 
brought forward every year since he had 
had a seat in the House. Those officers 
were at least equal in ability, in training, 
and in the earnestness which they brought 
to their work, to any men in the Army: 
but while there was a career in the Army 
open to a man along the quartermaster 
line of promotion, by which he might 
rise from the ranks to become captain, 
retiring with the honorary rank of major, 
there was no similar line of promotion in 
the Navy. It was once promised that 
such a line should be opened, but nothing 
had been done, and he therefore again 
pressed for an assurance on the subject. 
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*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) 


said he had listened with extreme regret 
to the speeches made by hon. Members 
from Ireland. No doubt it was very 
desirable that their countrymen should 
have the consolations of their religion, 
but the position they took up was an im- 
practicable one. If they were going to 
have chaplains for Roman Catholies (as 
Irish Members insisted) on every war- 
ship, then Scotsmen would insist on 
having their Presbyterian chaplains. 
Presbyterians sent more men to the Navy 
than Irish Roman Catholics, and 
Wesleyans and Methodists sent ten times 
as many. It would be practically impos- 
sible to send chaplains belonging to all 
these different denominations, and hon. 
Members from Ireland must see the 
position they took up was illogical. They 
should, as in olden times, make the chap- 
lains the church militant—they should 
make them fight as well as preach 
because, if all denominations were to be 
represented, they would form a consider- 
able proportion of the crew. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
Catholic priests have fought. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I am 
sorry the great Protestant religion is 
divided into so many segments. With 
regard to the Roman Catholic religion it 
is different-—it is one and universal, there 
are no sections in it and they all believe 
the same thing. I believe the Admiralty 
object to appointing more Catholic chap- 
lains. You have Protestant and Catholic 
chaplains in the force. Those Protestant 
chaplains are commissioned officers. I 
want to know whether the Admiralty 
will appoint the present Roman Catholic 
chaplains in the Navy to the same posi- 
tion as that held by Protestant chap- 
lains ; they ought certainly to be of equal 
status, 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.) urged upon the Admiralty the 
desirability of placing a training ship in 
the Belfast Lough, where there would 
be no difficulty in obtaining a large num- 
ber of boys suitable for training. The 


importance of such a step had _ been! 


pressed for several sessions, and he hoped 
the Secretary to the Admiralty would 
use his influence to obtain the realisation 
of this long-felt desire. 

Mr. POWER pointed out that inas- 
much as Roman Catholies believed in con- 
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fession, the presence of a minister was 
absolutely necessary. Some answer to the 
point raised by the hon. Member for East 
Clare was certainly required, as it was 
not right that a badge of inferiority. should 
be put upon the Roman Catholic chap- 
lains attached to the Fleet. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
cannot hold out any hope that the expec- 
tations or desires just expressed will be 
fulfilled. I have already explained to the 
Committee that the position of these 
Roman Catholic priests is altogether 
different from the position of the chap- 
lains, though [ cannot for one moment 
admit that in any sense a badge of 
inferiority attaches to them. The power 
which the Admiralty can exercise over 
them is altogether different in the case 
of these priests from the case of the 
chaplains serving afloat with the ships. 
Under these circumstances I cannot hold 
out any hope that their position will be 
altered. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The last 
few words of the hon. Gentleman make 
it almost necessary that we should take 
a division on this Vote. The hon. Gen- 
tleman told us in the plainest terms that 
the Admiralty will not grant to Catholic 
priests serving as chaplains to the forces 
of the Navy the same position and rank 
as that granted to ministers in the 
service of the Church of England. He says 
that no stigma of inferiority is cast upon 
the Catholic priests in this matter. I beg 
leave to differ from him. ‘There is no 
reason whatever why the Catholic priest 
in the pay of and serving the Navy should 
be in the position of not being a commis- 
sioned officer, while Church of England 
ministers are commissioned officers. On 
the face of it, it is unjust and unfair. The 
hon. Gentleman says he does not see his 
way to increase the number of Roman 
Catholic priests in the Navy. I am sorry 
for that. If the Presbyterians do not 
seem particularly anxious about having 
more chaplains, that is no reason why we 
should not have more. We hold our own 
views, and we do not follow the example 
and precepts of any particular section of 
people in this matter. Weare told that 
amongst the crews of the ships the 
Catholics are so few that it would be un- 
reasonable to ask the Admiralty to ship 
Catholic chaplains for their special service. 
But if we cannot have more chaplains, it 
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cannot be said that we are unreasonable 
in asking that the present Roman Catholic 
chaplains attached to the naval service 
should receive the same rank and have 
the same position as the ministers be- 
longing to the Church of England. Should 
I be in order, Mr. Chairman, in moving 
a reduction under the sub-head at which 
we have now arrived ? 


{2 Marcu 1900} 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 


to move to reduce sub-head “D” by 
£100, in respect of the service of the 
marines. Surely [ am in order in moving 
that ? 


THE CHAIRMAN: Not after a dis- 
cussion has taken place on another 
matter. The hon. Member might perhaps 





Tue CHAIRMAN: Sub-head “D” 


refers to the marines only. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to move to reduce sub-head’“D” by put, “That 


£100. 


move a reduction on the whole Vote. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 


to move a reduction of £1,000 on the 


whole Vote. 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question 


a sum, not exceeding 


£5,526,000, be granted for the said 
service.”—-(Mr, William Redmond.) 


Tue CHAIRMAN : I do not think the 


question of chaplains arises on sub- 


head “ D.” 


Abranam, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Doogan, P. C 

Fox, De. Joseph Francis 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 


Kilbride, Denis 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
surd, John GeorgeAlexander 
Saker, Sir John 

Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Kt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Ri Hu.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, TI. Gibson( King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Jolin 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Butcher, John George 

C ldwell, James 

Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cawley, F:ederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamverlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


Noes, 173. 


AYES. 


Lloyd-George, David 
Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ewan, William 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, John 


| O'Malley, William 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 


NOES. 


Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Courtney, Kt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Crombie, John William 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Digby, J. K. D. Wingtield- 
Dilke, Kt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edwaid 
Fergusson, Rt. Hno.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Colonel (Laneaster) 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 


The Committee divided : 
(Division List No. 47.) 





Ayes, 28; 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
eid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Runciman, Walter 

Sullivan, D. (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(City of Lon. 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Ha. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnG.J.(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex ) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Heath, James 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
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Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans’a 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Killop, James 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maleolm, [an 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore, J. ‘t hrogmorton 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Moore, Wiliam (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptf'd 
Moulton, John Fletcher 


{COMMONS} 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Nin an 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northum.) 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington,R. (Lanes Newton) 
Pilkington, SirG. A(Lanes.SW 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randell, David 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon.SirMatthewW 
titchie, Rt. Hon. ChasThomson 
Robert-on, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 


(Navy Estimates). 1568 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Sir Hn. M. (Lambeth) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tagyart 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Tennant, Harold John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby,Lieut.-Col. ACE(T’ntn 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Jos. Powell-(Birm. | 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, RtHn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D'Arcy 
Young, Commander( Berks. E.. 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOFS—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr 
Anstruther. 


Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 


Original Question again proposed. 


*THE SECRETARY To THE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 
S.), in reply to the hon. Member for 
Devonport, said that the scheme with 


regard to naval shipwrights apprentices | 


had turned out perfectly successful. Out 
of the 150 required last year, 135 were 
obtained by the 31st December. There 
was no doubt that in the course of the 
next financial year the number provided 
for in the Estimates would be made up. 
With regard to the question of additional 
pensions for chief petty ofticers, he re- 
gretted his inability to add anything 
to his statement at the beginning of the 
financial year. A scheme was drawn up, 
but unfortunately it did not meet with 
the approval of those who had to criticise 
it, certain defects being pointed out which 
would militate against its success. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): Was 
the pension contingent upon the man con- 
tinuing to serve for another five years ? 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: That was the | 


idea. With regard tothe promotion from 
the ranks, it was incorrect to say that the 
career of a seaman on the lower deck 
ended at the rank of warrant-officer, as 
there were upwards of 100 men, who had 
been warrant officers, now holding com- 
missions and receiving higher pay and 
higher pensions. Allusion had been made 


to the promotions to quartermasterships 
in the Army, but that was not at al! 
analogous to anything inthe Navy. The 
two services were not so analogous as to 
present the same opportunities ‘of promo 
tion in that respect. 


Mr. KEARLEY asked whether it was 
not the fact that the otticers referred to as 
having commissions held merely honorary 
and not substantive rank. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: No, it is abso 


lutely substantive rank. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


2. £845,800, Works, Buildings, and 
Repairs at Home and Abroad. 


Sr U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe): There are 
several points upon which I should like 
to ask for a little explanation. The first 
is on page 107. In reference to the 
increased sum for naval prisons, I should 
like to know whether any reduction of the 
present accommodation elsewhere is likely 
to result from this increased sum for 
prison accommodation, and what the 
meaning of the whole item is. I observe 
also that there is an additional sum of 
£2,000 to be spent on the prison at 
Bodmin for additional cell accommoda 
tion. I see from the returns that the 
Bodmin prison has not been full for the 
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last couple of years. It is capable of 
holding seventy-two prisoners, but the 
average number for the year is only 
sixty-six. I had been hoping that an 
improvement would have been acknow- 
ledged on all hands in regard to the 
conduct of our sailors, and that by de- 
grees we might look toa substantial reduc- 
tion in theseitems of prison accommodation 
for sailors and marines, and possibly get 
rid of such expenditure altogether. I 
trust that by the gradual tendency to re- 
duce sentences and the improvement in 
the conduct of the sailors and marines, 
we may hope for a constant reduction of 
this prison expenditure, although the 
numbers of our sailors and marines are on 
the increase. I view with a good deal of 
jealousy any proposals of this kind which 
appear to add to our prison accommoda- 
tion, for it assumes that there will be an 
increase in our naval prisoners. I will 
not pursue this topic further, but’ simply 
ask for an explanation. Before I sit 
down, I should like some explanation as to 
why it was found necessary to remé@ve the 
training ship “Ganges” from Falmouth 
to Harwich, rather than move a ship from 
Plymouth. Falmouth has long been a 
very desirable station for the training of 
boys, and I am afraid that by the removal 
of the ship fresh expenditure will have to 
be incurred, 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I desire to ask one or two ques- 
tions. [asked the other day a question 
about Wei-hai-wei, and the First Lord 
had not the opportunity of giving mea 
reply. I see that on this Vote £13,000 is 
to be taken, £7,000 of which is for 
a naval depot. I see that there is no 
expenditure up to the 3lst of March, 
therefore the £13,000 comes in as begin- 
ning next year. Before we spend this 
money I[ think we should have some 
information as to whether the Govern- 
ment have made up their mind what they 
are going to do with this port. I am not 
going to argue it, but I am going to 
suggest that there are only two courses 
possible, that is, either to make it a 
Gibraltar or to spend no money beyond the 
expense of erecting a temporary coal store. 
I cannot see that there is any half way 
between these two courses. I think if we 
are going to embark upon any large ex- 
penditure, we are entitled to ask what is 
the policy of the Admiralty there. I 
asked a question last year which I will 


{2 Marcu 1900} 
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repeat now, because last year I do not 
think my right hon. friend was in a posi- 
tion to answer it. I wish to know has 
the delimitation of the land frontier been 
made, and has it been ascertained what is 
the total mainland area. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Admiralty have nothing to do with the 
mainland. 


*Sirn JOHN COLOMB: I put a ques- 
tion to the Under Secretary for War as 
to the mainland, and I was referred to 
the Admiralty. I put a question to my 
right hon. friend on this point, and he 
said that the delimitation had not taken 
place. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Since then the matter has been handed 
over to the War Ofiice. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I understand, 

then, that at that time the Admiralty 
had charge of the matter, but since then 
they have entirely washed their hands of 
the question of Wei-hai-vei, and that 
now it is a War Office question. That 
being so I will postpone making any 
further remarks upon that point. I do 
not want to press my hon. friend, but 
if he is willing to tell us what is the 
policy of the Admiralty in regard to this 
particular port, I think it is important 
that he should give us some information. 
I wish to express my extreme satisfac- 
tion with what is shown on the estimates, 
namely, that they are going to establish 
a coal depot at the Falkland Islands. 


Mr. KEARLEY: I wish to ask the 
hon. Gentleman whether he proposes 
to make any statement with regard to 
the general policy of extending building 
slips in the various dockyards. Many 
important extensions are now going on for 
which the money has been voted under 


the Naval Works Act. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


That subject comes under Vote 12. 


Mr. KEARLEY: I think pier exten- 
sions are included in this Vote. Are we 
to have a statement in reference to the 
extension of building slips ? 


AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


Mr. 
No. 
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Mr. KEARLEY: I think this is very 


important, because it has been suggested 
that every opportunity should be taken 
by the Admiralty for extending their 
building facilities at their own dockyards. 
I think we ought to hear something as to 
the general policy of the Admiralty in 
carrying out the building of these slips 
in their various dockyards. The question 
of acquiring sites for rifle ranges comes 
under this Vote. On the general ques- 
tion of ranges I made reference to the 
First Lord’s statement in -regard to the 
difficulties that the Admiralty were en- 
countering in securing for the marines at 
Plymouth a rifle range. We have had 
no explanation ef that, and I would like 
to hear something on the point. 


*ApMIRAL FIELD: With regard to the 
provision of a rifle range at Plymouth 
we have had no adequate explana- 
tion except that a difficulty has 
arisen with the War Office. Surely the 
Admiralty have compulsory powers to 
purchase, and they ought to exercise it. 
My hon. and gallant friend the Member 
for Great Yarmouth objects to anything 
being done at Wei-hai-wei beyond the 
erection of a coal store, and he says 
we have no choice between either making 
Wei-hai-wei a coal store or making it a 
Gibraltar. I think there is an 
intermediate course which might very 
well be adopted. It is an important 
secondary base, as was pointed out by 
Lord Charles Beresford. Iam glad to see 
that there is a sum of £27,000 put down 
for naval depéts. I wish the sum had 
heen larger, but perhaps we cannot spend 
more in the time. Just as you have 
made Portsmouth into a _— strong 
defensive position for your Fleet 
something of the kind is necessary at 
Wei-hai-wei to make it of practical 
service to the squadron at that station. 
A breakwater is required there, with 
intermediate openings in it for the 
protection of the harbour — from 
torpedo - boats. 1 cordially support 
the erection of a coal depot at 
Falkland Islands, and I want to ask 
a question about several other places. I 
understand that there is to be a dock laid 
down at Jamaica and Singapore, and I do 
not see any mention of it here ; neither 
is there any mention of the progress that 
is heing made at the Hong Kong dock. I 
also desire to express my great regret that 
the Works Department of the Admiralty 
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seem to have lost one of their most valu- 
able officers in Mr. Riley, who has been 
absorbed by the London County Council, 
who appear to be absorbing everything 
they can lay their hands on. — [ am told 
that you let him go because he wanted a 
small increase of salary, which you re- 
fused to grant him, and so you let the 
London County Council engage him. | 
do not think this is to the credit of the 
Admiralty, and perhaps I shall be fur- 
nished with some adequate explanation on 
the point. 


Caprain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : I 
desire to ask whether some information 
can be given to the Committee in regard 
to the expenditure upon Wei-hai-wei. 
There was £4,500 on the Estimates last 
year for dredging at Wei-hai-wei, and the 
First Lord then made an important state- 
ment, which has been quoted by the hon 
and gallant Member who has just spoken, 
to the effect that Wei-hai-wei was to be 
made a secondary naval base. | see 
there is nowa further sum of £13,000 
£6,000 for dredging and £7,000 for 
establishing a naval depot. I should 
like to know if we can have some _parti- 
culars of the work now going on. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
Various questions of detail have been 
put to me by hon. Members. I may say 
that it is owing to the growth of the 
Navy and not to any increase of mis- 
conduct among the men that further 
prison accommodation is found to be 
necessary. The present accommodation 
is not sufficient at all times to accommo- 
date the number of prisoners, and it has 
been found necessary to send them to 
civil gaols, although they had committed 
only naval offences. I think that is a 
very undesirable thing to do, and we are 
anxious to avoid this as much as possible 
in the future by providing additional 
prison accommodation of our own. — I 
have been asked a question in regard to 
the removal of the training — ship 
“Ganges,” and the right hon. Member 
who asked the question desires to be 
informed of the reasons which led the 
Admiralty to take that course. He said 
that he regretted its removal, because it 
involved increased cost. The position of 
the training ship “ Ganges” at Falmouth 
left a great deal to be desired, for not 
only was the position of the ship one of 
great inconvenience, but it seriously 
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affected the possibility of landing the 
boys on many days in the year on 
account of the weather, and this affected 
their health and their opportunities for 
recreation. Under these circumstances 
we were face to face with the necessity 
of creating a new berth nearer to 
the recreation ground, and of building 
a new hospital more in accordance 
with medical requirements than the 
loft over a boat shed which hasdoneduty so 
long. The amount of that expenditure 
upon new works is estimated at £20,000, 
hut before we incurred that expenditure we 
thought it right to look into the question 
as to whether the “Ganges” should be 
retained at Falmouth. It had not proved 
very attractive as a recruiting station, 
and there are other ships in the west coun- 
try to take all the local recruits. We found 
that last year out of 300 or 400 boys only 
thirty were recruited locally, and the 
majority of them came from London, the 
Midland counties, the Eastern counties, 
and other parts of the country. We found 
also that owing to the difficulty of land- 
ing the boys in bad weather there was a 
very considerable sick list, and in this 
respect the ship compared unfavourably 
with other ships. Sooner than incur this 
big expenditure at Falmouth we thought 
it better to remove the “Ganges” toa 
new site, and lay the money out there. I 
have received a letter speaking in the 
most satisfactory terms of the condition 
of the boys on the ship in its new posi- 
tion at Harwich, which I think will be a 
great benefit to the Naval Service. My 
hon, friend below the gangway who 
spoke last inquired as to what has been 


done at Wei-hai-wei, and what we pro-. 


pose to do for the future. I am sorry to 
say that I am not ina position to add 
very much to the statement made by my 


right hon. friend the First Lord and my- , 


self in the debate which occurred on this 
subject last year. Length of time for 
communication on matters of detail is one 
ditficulty, and, in addition to that, it is 
necessary in these matters that this work 
can only be undertaken after a very full 
conference with the military authorities, 
and I think hon. Members will under- 
stand that recent events have rendered it 
impossible to have such a conference. I 
have been asked what has been done up 
to the present time. We have sent out a 


dredger from Malta, which is steadily at 
work keeping the harbour toa depth of 30ft. 
Beyond that a further small sum, pro- 
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bably between £3,000 and £4,000, is 
being expended at the discretion of the 
Commander-in-Chief on repairs to the 
pier, providing office accommodation, in 
fitting some of the Chinese houses for the 
reception of machinery, and in other 
matters of that kind, but the report of 
the year’s work has not yet been issued, 
and I am not able to give any definite in- 
formation on the subject. Then the hon. 
Member for Devonport asked for informa- 
tion about the intentions of the Admiralty 
with reference to new slips. We found 
that with the growth of ships, both in ton- 
nage and length, several of our slips were 
no longer able to accommodate the largest 
of our cruisers and battleships. We are 
therefore enlarging some of these slips 
where it can be done economically, 
and we propose to build new slips at 
Chatham and Devonport capable of hold- 
ing the largest class of ship in existence, 
or likely to be constructed. We have 
avoided the error of supposing that the 
limit as to length has been reached, and 
the slips will be so arranged that they 
can, if necessary, be extended in the future. 
Then there is the question of the rifle 
range for marines. There have been 
most lamentable and_heart-breaking 
delays in connection with that matter, 
and I am afraid we are not altogether at 
the end of them. The military autho- 
rities are constructing a range on Dart- 
moor for military purposes, and we have 
asked them to negotiate for a range for 
the marines also. The difficulty experi- 
enced in connection with the acquisition 
of the land has been very great, and it is 
/very unlikely that any work will be 
carried out during the year 1900-1. I 
believe the military authorities now intend 
to proceed by Provisional Order. 


Mr. KEARLEY: Would the hon. 


Member state the name of the landlord ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I 
do not know who the landlord is, but I 
think it is a case where several interests 
are involved. [am not acquainted with 
the details of the negotiations, as the 
military authorities are carrying them out , 
and it is obviously desirable that they 
should be conducted by one Department. 
As to the expenditure under the Naval 
' Works Act, the progress of the work has 
been pretty fully described in the state- 

3K 
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ment of the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
anda Return of the estimated expenditure 
for the financial year will be issued 
shortly. As to Mr. Riley, he acted for 
about four vears as assistant director of 
works. He rendered good service to the 
Admiralty, and discharged his duties with 
great zeal and ability. His reputation 
was so great that the county council 
sought him for their work, and offered a 
salary larger than that he was paid by 
the Admiralty. I was very sorry to lose 
Mr. Riley, but I cannot admit for 
one moment that there was any diffi- 
culty in filling his place from the 
staff. I congratulate him on having 
secured such a good appointment, and | 
have every reason to believe that he is 
giving the same satisfaction to the county 
council that he gave to us. I think it is 
a compliment to the staff of the Works 
Department of the Admiralty that the 
county council should have sought assis- 
tance from one of its members. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I congratu- 
late my hon. friend on the certificate 
which the London County Council has 
given him in regard to his ability 
to choose good men. I rise once 
again, and more seriously, to call the 
attention of my right hon. friend the 
First Lord of the Admiralty to the 
fact that there is no mention § of 
the Scilly Isles in the Estimates. 
It was Lord St. Vineent who _ first 
saw the importance of these islands, and 
who constantly in his day directed the 
attention of the Admiralty to them. He 
had great difficulty in the matter, and he 
did not succeed. He had also great difti- 
culty in connection with the Plymouth 
breakwater, and in that he did succeed. 
The Scilly Islands are more important 
than Dover or Portland or the other 
places where the Admiralty are construct- 
ing works. A breakwater across Broad 
Sound would be practicable, would only 
cost about £250,000, and would afford a 
station either for offensive or defensive 
purposes such as does not exist elsewhere. 
That is undoubtedly the case. During the 
Franeo-German War there took refuge in 
theseislands between fifty and sixty German 
merchantmen, and they remained there 
until the end of the war, in order to escape 
French cruisers. I have mentioned the 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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matter again and again, but I have not 
seen any indication that it is engaging 
the attention of the Admiralty. I am 
encouraged, however, by the fact that the 
First Lord of the Admiralty told us the 
other day that he had a special strategist 
in the Intelligence Department. Will he 
recommend that strategist to study the 
works of Lord St. Vincent? That is all 
Lask. Any strategist will agree that of 
all the stations where a little work would 


‘complete a safe harbour the Scilly Islands 


are the most important. I hope we may 
have some assurance that this matter will 
be considered. If it is considered I 
believe that the conclusion of Lord St. 
Vincent, which I have endeavoured 
humbly to revive, will be arrived at. 


AN Hon. Member: I should like to 
ask, in connection with the considerable 
sum of money which is to be expended in 
building and enlarging hospitals, whether 
experts have been consulted. No branch 
of architecture has made greater strides in 
recent years than that of building hos- 
pitals. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
special study has been made of the litera- 
ture of the subject, and I undertake to 
say that if my hon. friend visits one of 
our latest hospitals he will find it up to 
the best standard. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I can assure my hon. 
friend that the question of the Scilly 
Islands has been and will be again con- 
sidered, but my naval colleagues and 
myself consider that the work which has 
been undertaken is more important. 


Resolution agreed to. 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATES), 1899-1900. 


Cuass V. 


3. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £162,500, be granted to Her 
Majesty, to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1900, for grants in aid of the expenses of 
the British Protectorates in Uganda and 
in Central and East Africa.” 
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*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
should like to know how this money is 
distributed over the various items. We 
have been told that the railway survey 
cost £600, that leaves a balance of £3,500. 
We were also told the other day that the 
troops were to be armed with Martini- 
Enfield rifles, and if we allow 30s. for each 
rifle there will then remain a balance of 
about £2,300. Then in reference to the 
troops despatched to Mauritius 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is referring te a discussion which took 
place the other day with regard to send- 
ing troops from Central Africa to 
Mauritius. I ruled it did not come 
within this Vote, as the War Office were 
responsible for it. 


*Mr. WEIR: I wish to know whether 
any of this money was expended in send- 
ing these troops to Mauritius. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That question does 
10t arise on the item the hon. Member is 
discussing. 


AYES 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N. E.) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Blake, Edward 

Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Crilly, Daniel 

‘Carran, Thomas b. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8S.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, Pr. iG. 

F arquharson, Dr. Robert 


Kilbride, Denis 


Maddison, Fred. 


(Connor, T. P. 
O'Donnell, John 
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Hayne, Rt Hon Charles Seale- 


Lloyd-George, David 
Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 


O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
fedmond, William ( ‘lare) 
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*Mr. WEIR: Then are we to under- 
stand that no explanation of the balance 
of £2,300 on this Vote for £4,500 is to be 
given! It is represented by “etc.” What 
does it mean? It should not be thrown 
in in such a hap-hazard fashion. As the 
right hon. Gentleman is not inclined to 
answer I have no alternative except to 
press the matter to a division. I beg to 
move the reduction of the Vote by £100. 


Motion made and Question put, “That 
Item B (British Central Africa, Grant in 
Aid) be reduced by £100.”—(Mr. Weir.) 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 

STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
3RODRICK, Surrey, Guildford): I really 
cannot add anything to the reply I gave 
to the hon. Member on the last occasion 
as to the rearming of these troops. The 
Vote has nothing whatever to do with 
the troops sent out of Central Africa. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 34 ; 
Noes, 108. (Division List No. 42.) 


». 


Roberts, J. Bryn (Eifion) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan. Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

WwW ee H.(Middlesbro’gh) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


(Liverpool) TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Weir and Mr. Patrick 
O Brien. 


NOES. 





Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baker, Sir John 

Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Man.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M. H. (Bristol 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Batcher. John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
‘C wendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Bir.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ obnCharles Ready 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 


, Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duckworth, James 

Duna, Sir William 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 


Pe al Goa, 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus F, 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St. Geo.’s 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Kt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Heath, James 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstea‘l) 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry( ‘ecil 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
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Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence.SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Leng, Sir John 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn- (Sw’ns’a 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
M‘Killop, James 

Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Monckton. Edward Philip 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 
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Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, Rich(L’nesNewton 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharpe 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randell, David 

tichardsor, Sir T. (Hartle’pl) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon.SirMatthew W 
titchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
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Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. MeT. 
Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford Russell. T. W. (Tyrone) 


Original Question put and agreed to. 


4. Motion made, and Question proposed 

“That asupplementary sum, not exceed- 
ing £58,905, be granted to Her Majesty 
to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1900, for 
sundry Colonial services, including certain 
grants in aid.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE = (Carnarvon 
District) said he wished to draw attention 
to the telegrams which related to the 
despatches sent by President Steyn to Sir 
Alfred Milner immediately before the 
war. These despatches were, he would 
call it, summarised and telegraphed to the 
Colonial Office by the High Commissioner, 
and the full text of them never reached 
this country until after the declaration of 
war. On the 27th September President 
Steyn sent a telegram, received on the 
28th, to {Sir Alfred Milner containing a 
resolution adopted that day by the Volks- 
raad. That resolution instructed the Free 
State Government— 


“still further to do everything in its power 
to preserve and establish peace, and to contri- 
lute by peaceful methods towards the solution 
of the existing differences.”’ 


On the same date President Steyn sent 
another telegram to Sir A. Milner, who 
telegraphed to the right hon. the Colonial 
Secretary— 


“Tn continuation of my telegram to-day, 
Orange Free State President has telegraphed 
to me at enormous length. After recapitu- 
lating history of negotiation from their point 
of view, he continues.” 


' Then followed Sir Alfred Milner’s sum 


mary of President Steyn’s despatch, in 
which he omitted whole passages of the 
original telegram, which covered only two 
pages, and was shorter than the famous 
Helot telegram. There was nothing that 
was fresh in that Helot telegram in regard 
to the situation ; it was something like a 
leading article. Now, Sir Alfred Milner 
omitted in his telegram to the Colonial 
Secretary more than half President 
Steyn’s despatch, and the passages omitted 
were certainly most important when the 
state of matters then existing was con- 
sidered. President Steyn said that the 
Orange Free State — 


“is bound both to the people of the South 
African Republic and of the neighbouring 
British Colonies by ties of blood and friend- 
ship. It is, in addition, bound on the one 
hand to the South African Republic by a 
solemn treaty in which this State has under 
taken to assist the Sister Republic in the event 
of its independence being threatened or 
attacked, whilst on the other side there exists 
between it and the British Government, and 
the Government of the neighbouring British 
Colonies, long established and highly appre- 
ciated amicable relations. [t has ever heen, 
and still is, the aim and object of Free State: 
vie J heartily to support and continually to 
oster any measure tending not only to main 
tain, but to increase the spirit of harmony and 
co-operation amongst the Colonies and States 
of South Africa, and their respective Govern- 
ments, and it would most deeply regret the 
occurrence of any untoward event that would 
cause a break in the cordial relations hitherto: 
so happily subsisting between this State an: 

all its neighbours.” 


President Steyn then proceeded to point 


out the services which the Orange Free: 
State had rendered to Her Majesty's. 


Government in order to obtain a peaceful: 
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and satisfactory solution of the differences 
between Her Majesty’s Government and 
the South African Republic. Now he 
ventured to say that these were most 
important passages in President Steyn’s 
despatch, and ought to have been tele- 
graphed to the Colonial Secretary. Further 
President Steyn pointed out how he had 
brought pressure to bear upon the Trans- 
vaal Government, and had induced the 
Government to make concession after 
concession. He mentioned the fact which 
had not been referred to in any previous 
despatches, that it was at his suggestion 
and advice that the Transvaal Government 
had consented to accept the invitation of 
the British Government to take part in 
a Joint Committee regarding the seven 
years franchise, and President Steyn 
pointed out that that was a very impor- 
tant concession. Well, all that was left 
out of Sir Alfred Milner’s telegram to 
the Colonial Secretary. The importance of 
these omissions lay in this, that while Sir 
Alfred Milner could exercise his judgment 
upon the whole evidence before hin, it 
was surely necessary that the Cabinet on 
whom responsibility rested, and especially 
the Colonial Secretary, should have not 
only the substance of President Steyn’s 
despatch, but the very language in which 
it was couched. In a matter of this kind, 
in a matter of diplomacy, more, almost 
invariably, depended upon the tone and 
temper in which negotiations were con- 
ducted than upon the substance of them. 
President Steyn was a very able man, and 
must have weighed carefully every word 
and sentence in that despatch ; and yet 
all these passages were omitted by Sir 
Alfred Milner. Another reason why it 
was unfortunate that these passages had 
been omitted was that, so far as he could 
see, this war was more attributable to 
misunderstanding than anything else. 
President Steyn and the Government of 
the Boer Republic were undoubtedly 
under the impression that no amount of 
concession which they could make on the 
question of the franchise would stave off 
an attack on the independence of the 
Transvaal. 
Steyn’s despatch was omitted, that was 
garbling it; at any rate it mutilated the 


despatch, and Sir Alfred Milner’s sum- | 


mary did not even contain the substance 
of the original. The right hon. the 
Colonial Secretary, no doubt, might say 
that the concessions made were bogus, 
and that the Orange Free State and the 


{2 Marcu 1900} 


If one half of President | 
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Transvaal were not acting }ona fide ; but 
President Steyn’s despatch, in the pas- 
sages omitted in the telegram to the 
Colonial Secretary, met that, for he gave 
there evidence of his bona fides. In a 
matter of life and death, not merely to 
this country but to the Boer Republics, 
Sir Alfred Milner ought not to have cast 
away a single chance of averting all the 
losses of lives of brave men and the 
devastation that has fallen on South 
Africa, and should have even at the 
expense of £50 or £60 telegraphed Presi- 
dent Steyn’s despatch in full. But that 
was not the only despatch mutilated. On 
the 4th October Sir Alfred Milner received 
another telegraphic despatch from Presi- 
dent Steyn. It was not a very long 
despatch, and it would not have cost much 
to send it over here in full. In that 
despatch President Steyn begged and 
entreated the British Government to 
formulate their proposals, and he gave his 
assurance that these would be considered 
fairly. But that despatch was also sum- 
marised by Sir Alfred Milner, and some 
of the President’s entreaties were omitted 
altogether. Sir Alfred Milner _ tele- 
graphed— 


“ President Orange Free State has sent me 
another long telegram, which is mostly an 
attack upon us for pursuing what he regards 
as a policy of menace towards South African 
Republic, and seems to indicate an intention 
of picking a quarrel with us” ; 


co 
t=) 


and then he quoted half a dozen lines only 
of President Steyn’s despatch. Anyone 
reading Sir Alfred Milner’s summary 
would think that President Steyn’s 
despatch was a violent attack upon 
Her Majesty’s Government, like the High- 
bury speech on the Transvaal Government ; 
but on reading the complete despatch, 
any fair-minded man must come to the 
conclusion that it was most moderate and 
conciliatory in its tone. There was one 
passage in particular which had _ been 
omitted, in which complaint was made 


“of the bitter and hostile tone of the utter- 
ances made, both by responsible men and by 
almost the whole Press in South Africa and in 
England, bristling with misrepresentations and 
constant menace to the Transvaal, accom- 
panied by ever increasing military preparations 
onan extensive scale, not only in Seuth Africa 
and in England, but throughout the British 
Empire, which are openly stated as being 
directed against and intended to coerce the 
| Transvaal ”’; 
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and to these President Steyn said he-- 


“mainly attributed the failure hitherto of 
arriving at an amicable and satisfactory solu- 
tion of ex xisting difficulties.” 


The right hon. the Colomal Secretary 
might say that he had no control over the 
Press here. That might or might not be ; 
but he had as much right to complain of 
the Press in England as Sir Alfred 
Milner had to complain of the Press in 
South Africa. It was exceedingly un- 
fortunate that the whole of President 
Steyn’s despatch should not have been 
telegraphed to England. The whole 
saving to the State could not possibly 
have been more than a hundred pounds. 
Asa matter of faet, instead of sending 
every word, as was his duty, uttered by 
President Steyn, he summarised, as he 
called it, the telegrams and omitted 
special phrases which indicated a con- 
ciliatory spirit, and the President's desire 
for peace. If the entire despatch had 
heen sent it would have given a different 
complexion to the whole matter. He 
moved the reduction of the Vote by 
£100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item M, 1 (Cape of Good Hope, 
High Commissioner of Telegrams), be re- 
duced by £100.” (Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I find it very dittieult 
to understand what the object of the hon, 
Gentleman is in the speech which he has 
just delivered. In form it is an attack on 
the High Commissioner, Sir Alfred 
Milner, for committing an offence which 
the hon. Gentleman describes in terms, 
though he says he did not intend 
to be offensive, as that of garbling 
important despatches. I suppose, how- 
ever, that '!the. hon. Gentleman really 
desires by a side wind to renew the rather 
belated discussion as to the negotiations 
which took place before the war. [ differ 
entirely from the hon.Gentleman. Nothing 
whatever has been left out in the sum- 
maries of these despatches which could 
have been of the slightest possible impor- 
tance. Any one who takes the trouble to 
read the summary with the original will 
tind that the summary gives everything 
that could assist the Government in 
coming to a conclusion. It has always 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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been usual to leave a certain discretion 
to our ofticials abroad to shorten tele- 
graphic communications where it is possible 
to do so without injury to their clearness, 
and Sir Alfred Milner, who certainly has 
miade no sparing use of the te legraph 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Not for his 


own despatches. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : That is a 
sneer which is entirely unworthy, and 
with which I will deal presently. I say 
that Sir Alfred Milner was perfectly 
justified in shortening these despatches 
and cutting out irrelevancies. The hon. 
Member complains that the despatches 
of President Steyn have been compressed. 
I will show the Committee at once how 
unjustifiable that is. The only despatch 
to which the hon. Member refers is a 
despatch in answer to a telegram from 
the Government inviting — President 
Steyn to express his view in order 
that it might be placed before the 
House in a debate shortly to take place. 
What does Sir A. Milner do! Upon that 
he sends what is in itself a swmmary of 
Presidert Steyn’s views—-that is to say, 
so far a summary that in some Cases 
words are omitted, as is frequently done 
in telegraphic form. It is not a literary 
production in the ordinary sense, but is 
purely and entirely a telegraphic sum- 
mary of the views he was asked to 
express, and most certainly the summary 
which he sent of the two despatches of 
President Steyn give the position of 
President Steyn at least as clearly as the 
despatch, in which he expressed his own 
views, gave his opinion. What is it the 
hon. Gentleman pretends that Sir A. 
Milner left out in the telegraphic sum- 
mary? He actually says it does not con- 
tain the substance of those despatches. 
Now, the first summary shows perfectly 
clearly that the object of President Steyn 
was to put before Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment his proposal, which he had no doubt 
concerted with the President of the South 
African Republic, that we should with- 
draw our troops from the frontier. He 
made a complaint against us that we had 
sent afew troops to garrison Kimberley 
and Mafeking, on the frontier. What 
would our position have been if we had 
not taken that precaution? He prefaces 
this extraordinary and almost insulting 


suggestion, coming from the President ot 
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the Free State in regard to the disposi- 
tion of Her Majesty’s own troops in her 
own territory, by a statement which is 
purely historical, and does not contain 
anything that was not absolutely within 
the | knowledge of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment at the time, but which the hon. 
Member says contained the substance of 
the despatch. Sir A. Milner omitted the 
statement of President Steyn that he was 
under an engagement with the South 
African Republic. That engagement 
has appeared again and again in the Blue- 
hooks. It was known to everybody in 
the country. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 
First Lord of the Treasury. 


Except the 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : That inter- 
ruption again shows the absolute igno- 
rance of the hon. Member in regard to 
what is important in these transactions. 
It was known to my right hon. friend the 
First Lord of the Treasury, but it does 
not appear to be known to the hon. Mem- 
ber, even now. He does not appear to 
know what was the nature of that 
engage ment. It Was) an engag agement 
binding the Orange Free State to assist 
the South African Republic in the event 
of any aggression upon that Republic, but 
there was a condition attached to it. I 
cannot now recall the exact words, but 
practically the condition amounted to 
this, that before assisting the Republic, 
the Orange Free State was to be satisfied 
of the justice of their cause —a most 
proper and reasonable condition. But it 
was that condition which left my right 
hon. friend the First Lord of the Treasury 
and Her Majesty’s Government in doubt 
as to whether the engagement would be 
brought into effect, because we could not 
tell, with any certainty, what was in the 
mind of President Steyn, though we 
might, perhaps, have made a guess about 
it, and we could not tell whether he 
would think that the cause in which he 
was asked to assist the Transvaal was a just 
cause within the terms of the agreement. 
That statement was a mere recapitulation 
on the part of President Steyn, which it 
was perfectly unnecessary to go to the 
expense of telegraphing again to Her 
Majesty’s Government. Then there was 
a rather characteristic claim by President 
Steyn in respect of his services, as he 
calls them, to Her Majesty’s Government. 
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‘Any one who has read the despatches 
) Pp 


and knows the history of these transac- 
tions, will, I think, put a very different 
value upon President Steyn’s services 
from that placed upon them by the hon. 
Gentleman. His services consisted in con- 
certing a plan of attack on Natal and 
Cape Colony with the President of 
the South African Republic. And when 
we are asked to believe in his bona fides 
and desire for peace, I cannot help recalling 
to mind the fact that a few days before 
the declaration of war by the two Re- 
publics President Steyn solemnly assured 
Her Majesty’s Government that under no 
circumstances would they take the aggres- 
sive. A few days later the troops of the 
Orange Free State were marching side by 
side with the troops of the South African 
Republic into Her Majesty’s colony of 
Natal. The hon. Member complains that 
President Steyn’s declaration of his desire 
for peace was not inserted in the tele- 
graphic summary. I do not think it 
would have made much difference if a 
more lengthened summary of his desire 
for peace had been inserted, but, as a 
matter of fact, the declaration was in- 
serted in the summary. For instance, the 
summary says :— 

“This Government” (that is, the Orange 
Free State) “are still prepared to tender their 
services to further the interests of peace.” 


And again :— 


“In the expectation that Her Maje-ty’s 
Government will share my view that no effort 
should be spared to effect a peaceable settle- 
ment, | trust Her Majesty’s Government will 
see their way clear to such a settlement.” 


Therefore, if the hon. Member really 
thinks that a repetition of this protesta- 
tion, made at the time when the two 
Presidents were completing their prepara- 
tions for the invasion of Her Majesty’s 
territories, should have been inserted, all 
I can say is that the substance of it 
already appears in the summary, and I do 
not think recapitulation would have added 
anything to it. The whole point of the 
case, on the part of the hon. Member, is 
that something essential was omitted 
from the summary. I deny that abso- 
lutely. I say nothing of the slightest 
importance was omitted. The summary 
was an extremely full one, and gave Her 
Majesty’s Government all the information 
which could possibly have influenced 


| them in coming to a decision. 
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Mr. LLOYD GEORGE: I think, if I 
may say so, the right hon. Gentleman 
has completely given away his own case. 
He said that the resolution of the Orange 
Free State was to stand by the Transvaal 
Republic if they considered the cause in 
which they were asked to assist was a 
just cause. Then the right hon. Gentle- 
man said, “ We did not know—how could 
we know ?—what was in the mind of 
President Steyn in regard to this; we 
did not know whether he would con- 
sider the cause just or not.” But, 
surely, is not that the consideration 

that Sir Alfred Milner omitted the 
very passages which show what was in 
the mind of President Steyn? The 
omitted passages show very clearly what 
was in the mind of President Steyn ; and 
that is exactly what the right hon. 
Gentleman did not understand at the 
time. The right hon. Gentleman has 
completely justified me in calling atten- 
tion to these very grave omissions from 
the dispatches. There is one point to 
which the right hon. Gentleman did not 
allude. There was not a single passage 
in any of the dispatches to prove that the 
Government knew that the acceptation 
by the Transvaal Republic of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s own suggestion for the 
appointment of a joint commission was 
brought about by President Steyn. The 
right hon. Gentleman sneers—to use his 
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own favourite expression—at President 
Steyn’s referring to the services he had 
rendered to Her Majesty’s Government. 
Here is the service which President Steyn 
did render, not merely to Her Majesty's 
Government but to the cause of peace. 
If the right hon. Gentleman’s suggestion 
for reference to a joint commission was 
bma fide when it was made, and if he 
thought it was a basis of settlement—-and 
he says he did consider it a very 
good basis—-and President Steyn 
induced the South African Republic to 
accept that suggestion, is not that a ser 
vice to Her Majesty’s Government ? But 
I agree with the right hon. Gentleman, it 
was not. It is becoming increasingly 
evident that all Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment wanted was a pretext to quarrel 
with these two Republics in order to annex 
them, and that therefore any efforts on the 
part of President Steyr which would have 
had the effect of inducing the Transvaal 
Government to accept anything which 
would be regarded as a hasis of peace 
would not be considered to be a service. 


At this stage Mr. ArrHur Q’CONNOR 
(Donegal, E.) took the Chair. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 36: 
Noes, 89. (Division List No. 49.) 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. ) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 

Blake, Edward 

Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 


Doogan, P. C. 


Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, l’rederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 


AYES. 


Duckworth, James 

| Dunn, Sir William 

| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Hogan, James Francis 

| Kilbride, Denis 

| Leng, Sir John 

MacAleese, Daniel 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

| O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John 


NOES. 


Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. ( Derbys. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavins Leigh 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 


Oldroyd, Mark 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr. 
Maddison. 


Digby, John kK. D. Wingtield- 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fiower, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir AngustusFrederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
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Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Vm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Heath, James 

Howarth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, Jobn Grant (Yorks. ) 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn(Swans’a 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lucas-Shad well, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellisonton 
Middlemore, J. Throgmor 
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More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray RtHnA Graham Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R.(Lanes,. Newt'n) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Bolhert 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson,SirThos( Hartlep’] 
Ridley, Rt HonSir Matthew W. 
Ritchie,Kt HonChas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
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tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. H. Napier 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(T’nt’n) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts) 
Williams, J. Powell-(Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 








Monckton, Edwand Philip 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


Original Question put and agreed to. 


5, £10,000, Supplementary, Subsidies 
to Telegraph Companies. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
asked for an explanation of these sub- 
sidies, 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
ton): What happened was this. When 
the Transvaal war broke out the Eastern 
Telegraph Company were laying another 
wire between St. Helena and Cape Town, 
and in the ordinary course the vessel 
which was laying that cable would after- 
wards have returned to England and laid 
the wire between St. Helena and Ascen- 
sion. If that course had been followed, 
the result would have been to delay by 
about three months the laying of the last 
link in a cable which would give us an 
alternative route. In order, therefore, 
to get this alternative route open as soon 
as possible we arranged with the com- 
pany that they should send an extra ship 
out from England to lay the cable 
between Ascension and St. Helena con- 
currently with that between St. Helena 


and Cape Town, and we undertook to pay | 


whatever the cost might be up to £15,000 
if the wire were laid by Christmas instead 


of, as was originally intended, by March | 


31. The company agreed to those terms, 


and, as a matter of fact, the cable was | 
laid by December 15 or 16, and instead | 


' Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 





Mr. Anstruther. 


Mr. CALDWELL said the explanation 
was satisfactory. 


Resolution agreed to. 
6. £2,847, Treasury Chest Fund. 


Mr. CALDWELL asked for an 
planation of the Vote. 


exX- 


Mr. HANBURY said the simple ex- 
planation was that in the case of most of 
these Treasury chests, and in the case 
particularly of Hong Kong and Mauritius, 
the currency was silver, and at the begin- 
ning of each year the value of the rupee 
or Mexican dollar was worked out. Asa 
matter of fact, the price of silver went up, 
and therefore, of course, they were to 
that extent the losers. That was the 
whole explanation of the loss. 


Resolution agreed to. 
Crass VI. 


7. £60,686, Savings Banks and Friendly 
Societies Deficiencies. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 


This Estimate is a large one, and shows 


an increase on the year of upwards 
ot £2,000. Its object is to redress 
the difference between the interest 


which the State pays to the savings 
banks and friendly societies and the 
interest which the State receives 


of the extra cost involved being £15,000 | from investments in Consols and other 


only amounted to £10,000. 


| Government securities. 





That is a loss to 
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the State, and I think the time has come 
when it might well be considered wrether 
some other forms of investment might 
not be added, so as to reduce this loss. In 
1903, when the interest on Consols will 
be reduced from 2} to 2} per cent., that 
question will become a pressing one. [| 
think also that more power should be given 
to local trustees and managers in the 
*‘nvestment of their funds, especially in 
local securities, such as Municipal and 
School Board ones charged upon the rates. 
They have a better knowledge on the spot, 
and they are able to take up and to realise 
such local securities more quickly than is 
the case with securities with which their 
knowledge is more or less limited. This 
Estimate, of course, though large, is not 
one which is in reality a loss to the State, 
for whatever may be given to friendly 
societies is in aid of some of our best 
institutions. With regard to the savings 
banks, I think they are a chief means of 
encouraging thrift in this country. Apart 
from the moral value of these institutions, 
I should like to impress on the Commit- 
tee that they area very material saving 
to the State ; they increase its productive 
power by enabling many who would 
otherwise never become capitalists to 


begin business, and they encourage 
some of our best national charac- 


teristics. I believe the banking in- 
terest have had the idea that savings 
banks aided by the State were institu- 
tions adverse to their interest; but my 
experience has taught me that in many 
cases the savings banks are the beginners 
of capital for large numbers of persons, 
who go into business, and thus feed the 
banking interest of the country. This 
Vote in aid of these institutions — is 
therefore extremely useful. There are 
some striking figures in connection with 
the savings banks. There are now 23] 
of them. They have depositors to the 
number of one anda half millions, and 
deposits amounting to upwards of 
£50,000,000, in addition to which about 
£1,000,000 of stock has been purchased 
through the banks for depositors ; and that 
amount would have been yet larger if even 
now depositors thoroughly understood the 
machinery through which such purchases 
through deposits are made. These figures 
are not only large but increasing, and last 
vear, so far as deposits were concerned, was 
the highest recorded. There is no less than 
£1,000,000 sterling marking the margin 
between liabilities and assets. I have the 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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honour to be chairman of the Inspection 
Committee of the Trustee Savings Banks, 
and our experience, which is consistent, 
tells us that these moneys voted by the 
State are well expended. Touching a 
point on which there are differences of 
opinion, I may, speaking in general terms, 
say that the moneys are utilised in the 
way Parliament intends. These savings 
banks come well within the principle for 
which the banks were founded. In order 
to test this point I had some figures 
extracted, and [ find in eight typical 
banks the average deposit is £38 odd, and 
by way of seeing whether those deposits 
belonged to the classes for which the 
banks were intended I had information 
prepared, and [ found that, with the 
exception of at the most about 5 per 
cent., the deposits were made by those 
classes which it was proposed to benefit. 
There are two classes of depositors, the 
former of whom would lead one to form 
a contrary opinion, and on this puint the 
National Debt Commissioners have 
recently made an inquiry. Those are 
the depositors who make the maximum 
deposit of £50 in one sum, and the reason 
of that is largely the effect of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act. People obtain 
large amounts, and are advised to put 
them into a savings bank. Sums are 
also banked by parents in the names of 
their children on birthdays and the like, 
and those accumulate to considerable 
sums, while the future owners of them 
are increasing in social position. Re- 
deposits in one sum of amounts drawn out 
separately also account for high deposits 
since, and under the Act of 1891 there 
has been an appreciable improvement in 
the condition and management of the 
banks. The statutory defaults are few 
and comparatively trivial, and I am bound 
to say representations made by the Com- 
mittee have almost invariably been well 
received, There is a marked improvement, 
the working expenses have been reduced 
generally to an economical point, and in 
many cases the rate of interest has been 
increased in a corresponding degree, 
while there is every reason to believe, 
humanly speaking, that the banks are safe 
depositories tor the savings of the poor. 
While speaking on these points I might 
say the Act of 1891 has served its pur- 
pose, and if the hon. Gentleman the 
Financial Secretary could see his way to 
carry out some administrative —— 
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*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
must remind the hon. Gentleman that the 
whole question of savings banks is not 
open to discussion on a Supplementary 
Estimate. 


Supply 


*Sirn ALBERT ROLLIT: I know I 
may not go into the details of these 


matters, but I feel that if a Committee 
could be appointed to inquire into the 
requirements of administrative reform, or 
a Bill such as my own passed for the 
purpose of enlarging the powers of invest- 
ment, for the amalgamation of banks, for 
the superannuation of officers, ete., it 
would be of great service. These matters 
might be dealt with by some Departmental 
measure, and [ hope the hon, Gentleman 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer will 
give them their consideration. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said 
that the Vote raised a question of great 
importance which would have to be con- 
sidered by a Committee of the Treasury 
or someone connected with the Treasury. 
He hoped the temporary but serious situa- 
tion in which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was placed would not be made 
an excuse for putting off the inquiry, but 
that the whole of the savings banks would 
be put on a better basis. He was the 
last to object to a Vote of £60,000 for 
the purpose of promoting thrift, but the 
question Was—was it wise to depart from 
the rule!) The numerous defaults of the 
banks and the enormous liabilities which 
they were undertaking should be the sub- 
ject of an inquiry, and he hoped the 
Committee which had been announced by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would inquire as to 
what the class of persons was who used 
the banks. 


*Mr. CALDWELL said that the prin- 
ciple upon which this question was 
being treated by hon. Members oppo- 
site amounted to nothing less than 
State socialism. Subsidies were granted 
out of the Imperial funds in order that 
investors might have a higher rate of 
interest than was realised by the Govern- 
ment itself. When the banks were 
created it was intended that they should 
he self-supporting, and it was never in- 
tended that a subsidy should be given. 
He was of opinion that the,Chancellor of 


. 


the Exchequer could invest the savings 
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banks money at a higher rate of interest. 
in which case the deficit which appeared 
in the Estimate would disappear. It was 
expected that investments under the 
Colonial Loans Act of last session would 
afford additional opportunities for in- 
vesting savings banks deposits at an 
increased interest. It was not wise that 
the managers of local banks should have 
power to borrow money on local securi- 
ties, leaving any losses to be made up by 
the Government. The principle was not 
sound, 


Mr. HANBURY: I cannot follow my 
hon. friend below the gangway in the 
statistics which he gave. The thing 
which we should have judged is the 
deficiency which is to be made up by the 
Vote. That deficiency arises from three 
causes. One cause is very satisfactory 
namely, the increased number — of 
depositors and the increased amount 
of the deposits. Another factor which 
necessitates the Vote is the increased 
difference between what we have to pay 
and what we receive from our securities. 
It is always well to remember what a 
great advantage savings banks are in the 
way of encouraging thrift, but still there 
is now a state of things that was not 
originally contemplated. The price of 
Consols has lately risen very high, and 
the greater portion of the loss was due to 
the fact that we had to buy Consols at a 
price which did not give a_ sufficient 
interest on the investment. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, recognising 
that the time has arrived for re-consider- 
ing the position, gave notice a fortnight 
ago that a Bill dealing with the whole 
question would be introduced. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Cuass. VITI. 


8. £500, Supplementary, Temporary 
Commissions. 


9, £23,327, Repayments to the Local 
Loans Fund. 


Resolutions agreed to. 


Ciass IIL. 


10. £1,440, Supplementary, 
Scotland. 


Prisons, 
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*Mr. CALDWELL asked for some in- 
formation upon this Vote. He noticed 
that there was an increase of £1,440 over 
the original Estimate, and the under esti- 
mate was apparently due to the increased 
number of prisoners. The Estimate of 
1899-90 showed a decrease of £300 on 
the preceding year in respect of “ cloth- 
ing, but it was now discovered that 
in place of that decrease there should 
have been an increase of £279. He 
desired to know the reason why a decrease 
had been assumed in the Estimates of the 
present year, when, as a matter of fact, 
there had been an increase. If those who 
prepared the Estimates had gone back tothe 
Statistics of the previous year they must 
have seen that prisoners in Scotland were 
increasing, the increase being most con- 
siderable during the last half of the year. 
They might have assumed, therefore, 
in the Estimates for the current year 
that there would be a large increase of 
prisoners during the present year. The 
Estimates for the ensuing year had now 
been issued, and seemed to be based on 
the footing of there being a decreased 
number of prisoners as compared with the 
current year; but no doubt the Lord 
Advocate would have to come later on for 
an increased Supplementary Estimate 
when he found, as he would _ find, 
that crime had increased with the 
increased expansion of trade. Of 
49,569 persons convicted there were 
only 9,666 who were illiterate, and 
ninety-nine were of superior education. It 
was interesting to observe the close con- 
nection between wages and drink. When 
wages. were high the consumption of drink 
increased, and there was a close connection 
between drink and the number of convic- 
tions. The increased prosperity of the 
country led to increased drinking and 
to an increased number of commitments 
in respect of those particular crimes 
drunkenness and breaches of the peace 
that accounted for four-fifths of the 
prisoners in Scotland. Wages in Scotland 
were paid mostly on Saturdays and Wed- 
nesdays, and in 245 cases inquired into by 
the Secretary for Scotland, 101 of thecrimes 
were committed on Saturdays, and forty 
on Wednesdays, leaving a balance of 104 
to be distributed among the other five 
days of the week. The largest number 
of commitments were in respect of 


drunkenness and breaches of the peace, 
which occurred mostly in those districts 
public-houses were open 


where the 
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till eleven o'clock, a smaller percentage 
occurring where they closed at ten o'clock. 
In Glasgow and large cities the proportion 
of committals was eighty-three in 10,000 
persons, while in the smaller boroughs the 
proportion gradually declined, till, in 
country districts, where the ten o'clock 
closing was universal, the percentage was 
only thirty-four in 10,000. That was an 
important difference, and it was impossible 
to overlook the connection between the 
supply of drink, the hour of closing of 
public houses, and the increasing number 
of prisoners for whom they were asking 
for extra provision in this Supplementary 
Estimate. He wished to know whether 
the Scotch Ottice had been considering this 
increased number of prisoners, and how 
far they could reduce the number in the 
future He did not ask them to produce 
legislation, for that would be out of order 
on this Vote, but, short of legislation, had 
they any other method of dealing with the 
ditticulty ? They had tried moral means, 
such as visits by ministers of various de- 
nominations and female visitors, and also 
the institution of Bible classes and other 
agencies ; but he was afraid they were 
not doing much to arrest crime. With 
regard to the increased cost of escorting 
and removing prisoners, if the number 
was likely to go on increasing it would 
be better to increase the cell accommoda- 
tion instead of having the expense of 
removing the prisoners from one prison 
to another. He should be very glad to 
hear from the Lord Advocate what the 


“Scotch Office proposed to do to deal with 


this great increase of drunkenness and 
breaches of the peace. His own view 
was that much good might be done by 
leaving to local authorities the power 
to close public-houses at an earlier hour. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick): I think the points alluded to by 
the hon. Member opposite raise an impor- 
tant question which ought to be considered 
by the House. For several years past this 
Vote has fallen under the action of the 
guillotine, and I do not think the Supple- 
mentary Estimates is the proper place to 
raise this question. I hope we shall have 
a chance of raising it on the Estimates, 
because it involves matters that require 
careful consideration. There is the 
question of the great increase in the 
number of prisoners, and the question 
whether short sentences produce any 
good at all. Last session some of us 








1597 


wert 
the 

the a 
asm 
into 

the 

have 
of ov 
of h 
othe! 
refer 
tigat 
opini 
[ he 
of e: 
appe 
the p 
alter 
Vvear 
quest 


*TH 
GRAI 
assur 
I thir 
af dis 
prisol 
have 
rem 
quest 
to pr 
have 
how 
the P 
quest 
that 
well-} 
favou 
a diffe 
questi 
a que: 
is, ho 
subjec 
oppor 
Estim 
who r 
terest 
touch 
ageme 
answe 
hefore 
the in 
and tl 
and ¢ 
numb: 
The p 
tained 
as po 
and es 


The 1 

















1597 Supply 

were anxious to raise this question, and 
the Secretary for Scotland, in view of 
the anxiety of Scotch Members, appointed 
a small Committee, which is now inquiring 
into some of these questions. Before 
the Estimates come on [ hope we shall 
have made our report, so that the result 
of our investigations will be in possession 
of hon. Members at large. There are 
other questions outside the scope of our 
reference, but in the course of our inves- 
tigations we have been able to form 
opinions on other matters, which opinions 
[ hope we shall have an opportunity 
of expressing to the House. [I would 
appeal to the Lord Advocate to exercise 
the power which the Government have of 
alternating the Votes so as to give us this 
vear an opportunity of discussing these 
questions. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I can 
assure my hon. friend who last spoke that 
I think it is desirable that we should have 
a discussion upon the management of 
prisons this year, and [ hope we shall 
have it upon the Estimates. I would 
remind him, however, that some of the 
questions alluded to are scarcely pertinent 
to prison management. Short sentences 
have been mentioned, but I do not see 
how anything done or left undone by 
the Prison Commissioners can affect the 
question of sentences. [am quite aware 
that it is a very important matter. A 
well-known authority has declared in 
favour of short sentences, and others take 
a different view. In the same way the 
question of drunkenness is again scarcely 
a question of prison management. There 
is, however, a Committee sitting upon the 
subject, and I hope we shall have an 
opportunity of discussing that on the 
Estimates this year. The hon. Member 
who raised this discussion, in a very in- 
teresting and painstaking speech, scarcely 
touched upon the question of prison man- 
agement. But he has furnished his own 
answer. The Supplementary Estimate 
hefore the House is necessary because of 
the increase in the number of prisoners, | 
and the increase in the cost for escorts 
and conveyance is caused by a greater 
number of commitments and _ transfers. 
The policy which has been steadily main- 
tained by my noble friend is that, so far 
as possible, the expense of the transfer 
and escorting of prisoners shall be avoided. 


The rest of the hon. Member’s speech , 
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cited statistics, and he complained that 
the estimates had been prepared with a 
certain want of care, because they had 
not foreseen that this increase would be 
necessary. I do not think that the 
present commissioners can be very much 
to blame for that. It was impossible to 
foresee the prosperity of the country. 
The hon. Member said that there was 
really no increase in serious crime, but in 
minor crime there was a great increase, 
which was due to the increase in pros- 
perity and to drunkenness and breaches 
of the peace. His speech seemed to come 
to this—that wages and drink were 
closely associated ; that Scotchmen were 
not so bad as Irishmen ; and that Irish- 
men, if they had not a double dose 
of original sin, had a good deal more 
than other nations. When the hon. 
Member asks me what we propose to do 
apart from legislation really the answer 
is rather a difficult one. He speaks of 
sible classes, and asks if we rely upon Bible 
classes and female visitors to remedy this 
evil. He unwillingly admits that these 
good efforts have not had the success that 
you might have expected, but I notice 
that he did not work out the percentage, 
as he did in the case of the ten o'clock 
and eleven o’clock closing. Had he done 
so he would have found that the increase 
of crime varied inversely according to the 
increase of Bible classes. It is asking me 
rather too much to state what we propose 
to do to stop what is, I am afraid, only 
human nature. Whenever there 
prosperity in the country minor crimes, 
such as drunkenness and breaches of the 
peace, will be increased, and I am afraid 
that, as long as human nature is human 
nature, that will probably be true. So 
far as the question of this estimate is con- 
cerned the hon. Member has completely 
found an answer for himself, and I should 
not be justified in detaining the Committee 
any longer in replying to his arguments, 


is 


CapTaAIn SINCLAIR: I regret that the 
Lord Advocate has not treated this sub- 
ject more seriously, and I think these 
figures might have been more carefully 
“stimated. The connection of crime with 
intemperance in Scotland raises a very 
serious question, and the Lord Advocate 
has been good enough to promise us an 
opportunity of discussing it upon the 
Estimates. I am aware that the granting 
of those opportunities does not lie with 
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the Lord Advocate, for we all know that | 


the time is so limited and occupied 
by larger Votes of wider scope and 
greater interest, which are likely to 
monopolise the whole time, and [ am ex- 
tremely sorry that we have not had a 
better opportunity this evening of consi- 
dering this very important point. It 
could not have been better introduced 
than by the speech of my hon. friend. 


He has diselosed the whole situation, and | 


shown the manifest connection between 
prosperity, high wages, and lax expendi- 
ture, and the results in Scotland. His 
theory is supported by the reports of in- 
spectors and superintendents of police in 
every borough in Scotland. It is a very 
serious matter, and I am sorry the Lord 


Advocate did not take a more serious | 
He would have immensely | 


view of it. 
encouraged those struggling with this 
difficulty if he had given it some support. 
He would not have been acting rashly if 
he had helped my hon. friend to draw 
public attention to the fact that there is 
this constant connection between pros- 


perity, drink, and crime, for a great deal , 


can be done here by stimulating, direct- 
ing, and guiding public opinion to form a 
healthy judgment on these matters, and 
by encouraging a more vigilant admini- 
stration to aid the efforts of those who 
are deeply concerned in this matter. 


*Mr. CALDWELL: I find fault with 
those who prepared this Estimate, because 
they have not taken into consideration 
the increase of crime in Scotland in 1898. 
For that year the number increased to 
5,000 over the previous year, and it was 
greatest during the last half of 1898. 
When preparing the statistics for 1899- 
1900 they should have known of this 
increase in crime. The Estimate for 
the ensuing year is practically upon the 
same erroneous basis, which gives an 
erroneous impression, because it~ will 
appear that next year we are calcula- 
ting upon a diminution of prisoners 
when there is not a vestige of reason for 
believing that this will be the case. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Ciass IV. 


11. £3,000, Supplementary, Science 
and Art Department. 
Capt. Sinclair. 
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Lorp HUGIL CECIL (Greenwich) : | 
desire to ask the Vice-President of the 
Council if he will take this opportunity 
of giving the Committee some informa- 
tion with regard to the new department. 


THe CHAIRMAN : That does not arise 


on this question. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: We are asked 
to vote new money for the expenses ol 
this department, rendered necessary by 
virtue of reorganisation, and the money 


may be used in a way we might object to. 


THE CHAIRMAN: The matter to 
which the noble Lord refers cannot be 
raised upon this Vote, because it is a Vote 
to supplement the grants which have been 
given during the present financial year, 
with which the new department has 
nothing to do. 


*Mr. CALDWELL: Will the Vice- 
President of the Council explain if there 
is any of this amount provided for Seot- 
land ? 


THE VICE - PRESIDENT or tHe 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL ror EDU- 
CATION (sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity): No; for Scotch education there 
is another Vote altogether. 


*Mr. CALDWELL: What I wish to 
point out is that these Science schools in 
this Vote are specially for England and 
Ireland, and you have not got any such 
schools in Scotland paid out of Imperial 
money. 


THE CHAIRMAN : If that is so, the 
hon. Member is not entitled to discuss 
them. 


*Mr. CALDWELL thought he was 
entitled to object to any money being 
voted to England and Ireland only, whilst 
there was no corresponding grant to 
Scotland. He merely desired to em- 
phasise the point that there was not the 
same kind of school in Scotland paid out 
of Imperial money, although Scotland had 
its ordinary grant, with England and 
| Ireland, for Science and Art classes. 


Sir J. GORST pointed out that this 
|was a Vote for Science and Art in 
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England and Ireland, and that there was 
a separate vote for Science and Art in 
Scotland. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday 
next ; Committee to sit again upon 
Monday next. 


SUPPLY [277TH FEBRUARY]. 


Resolution reported : 
NAVY ESTIMATES, 1900-1. 


“That 114,880 men and boys be em- 
ployed for the Sea and Coast Guard 
Services for the year ending on the 31st 
day of Mareh, 1901, including 18,805 
Royal Marines.” 


Resolution agreed to, 


SUPPLY [238rp FEBRUARY]. 


Resolution ar? t 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901 (VOTE 
ON ACCOUNT). 


“That a sum, not exceeding 
£16,626,000, he granted to Her Majesty, 
on account, for or towards defraying the 
charges for the following Civil Services 
and Revenue Departments for the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901 
namely : ; 


CIVIL SERVICES. 


Class [. 
£ 

Royal Palaces and Marlborough 

House ... .. 20,900 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens... 40,000 
Houses of Parliament Buildings .... 17,000 
Miscellaneous Legal Builk lings, Great 

Britain .. 18,000 
Art and Science Buildings, Great 

Britain. 12.000 
Diplomatie and Consular Buildings... - 12,000 
fevenue Buildings 140,000 
Public Buildings, Great Britain 135,000 


Surveys of the United Kingdom ... 80,000 


Harbours under the Board ‘of Trade 2,000 
Peterhead Harbour _... ae 6,000 
{ates on Government P. roperty 230,000 | 


Public Works and sient ireland 70,000 | 
Railways, Ireland 3 said 
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70,000 
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Class IT. 


United Kingdom and England : — £ 
House of Lords, Offices $e aA 3.000 
House of Commons, Offices or 13,000 
Treasury and Subordinate Depart- 

meuts ... dé vi fee ice 39,000 
Home Office 2h as ve .. ~— 59,000 
Foreign Office... 4 bas .  B0,000 
Colonial Office ... me aha ... 23,000 
Privy Council Oftice, ete. - so 5,000 
Board of Trade ... 3 ae .. 60,000 
Mercantile Marine Services ... .. 80,000 

Jankruptey Department of the 

Board of Trade as ae sacs 3 
Board of Agriculture ... das ; 75,000 
Charity Commission... bh .. 16,000 
Civil Service Commission _... 18,000 
Exchequer and Audit Department | ... 24,000 
Friendly Societies Registry ... si 2,200 

Local Gove rmment Board eas .. 80,000 
Lunacy Commission — ... ee br 5.000 
Mint (including Coinage)... a 10 
National Debt Office ... ite we 6,000 
Public Record Office... : .. 11,000 
Publie Works Loan C ommission sis 10 

{evistrar General's Office — ... > FiO 
Stationery and Printing ... 250,000 
Woods, Forests, &c., Office of. fe 8,000 
Works and Public | Buildings, Oftice of 23,000 
Secret Service ... bi Si .. 40,000 

Scotland : 

Secretary for Scotland... ak ..» 25,500 
Fishery Board .. asi sie Sioa $8,000 
Lunacy Commission... ts = 2,500 
Registrar General’s Office... ‘oe 2,000 
Local Government Board = a 4,000 

Ireland :— 

Lord Lieutenant’s Household so 2,000 
Chief Secretary and Subordinate 

Departinents ... om As 16,000 
Departine nt of Agric ulture ... 65,000 
Charitable Donations and Bequests 

Office ... si ee 1,000 
Local (overnment Board ess .. 22,000 
Publie Record Office... Sea oe 2.000 
Public Works Office... sie .. 16,000 
Registrar General's Office — ... - 7,000 
Valuation and Boundary Survey —... 6,00) 

Class ILL. 
United Kingdom and England :— 
Law Charges... 40,000 
Miscellaneous | eval E xpe nses .. 27,000 
Fes 08 me Court of Judicature 140,000 
Land Registry ... sas wes .. ~~ -:14,000 
County Courts : ee iss 14,000 
Police, England and Wales a . 22,000 
Prisons, England and the Colonies 260,000 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools, 

Great Britain 140,000 


Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum 18,000 


Scotland : 
Law Charges and Courts of Law... 30,000 
Register House, Edinburgh - .. ~~ 15,000 
( ‘rofters Commission ... ae ae 2.00) 


Prisons, Scotland seu re .. —-B5,009 
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Ireland : 
Law Charges and Criminal Proseeu- 4 

tions... ‘a ae S ... 35,000 
Supreme Court of Judicature, and 

other Legal Departments... .. 45,000 
Land Commission as a ... 50,000 
County Court Officers, &e. .. 46,000 
Dublin Metropolitan Police ... ... 40,000 
Royal Irish Constabulary 600,000 
Prisons, Ireland 45,000 
teformatory and Industrial ‘Schools 55,500 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum 3,500 


Class IV. 
United Kingdom and England :— 


Soard of Education .. 4,000,000 


British Museum so i ... 80,000 
National Gallery ; —_ ies 9,000 
National Portrait Gallery ee as 3,000 
Wallace Collection —... 5 4,000 
Scientific Investigation, &e., United 
Kingdom te ibe es .. 15,000 


Universities and Colleges, Great 
sritain, and Intermediate Educa- 


tion, Wales... ins ‘- ... 88,000 
London University — ... Se ie sy) 
Seotland :— 
Publie Edueation A “ ..» 630,000 
National Gallery Se pee ves 1,400 
[reland : 
Public Education we =, ... 600,000 
Endowed Schools Commissioners —... 400 
National Gallery ite — pee 1,400 


(ueen’s Colleges a _ Bes 2,500 
Class V. 
Diplomatic and Consular Services 


Uganda, Central and East Africa 
Protectorates and Uganda Railway 300,000 


220,000 


Colonial Services 2 a ... 230,000 
Cyprus, Grant in Aid.. ..  B1,000 
Subsidies to Telegraph C ompanies .. 88,000 


Class VI. 
Superannuation and Retired Allow- 
ances ... 280,000 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pe ensions, 
ete. 3,000 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other 
Allowances. be 1,000 
Hospitals and C harities, Ireland... 17,000 
Class VII. 
Temporary Commissions ie bas 8,072 
Miscellaneous E — sg a 8,000 
Paris Exhibition, 1900.. ses ... 29,000 


£10,086,000 


Total for Civil Services 





REVENUE DEPARTMENTS, 
Customs ... ; ee = ... 300,000 
Inland Revenue = se 830,000 


Post Office , - 3,600,000 
Post Office Packet Service 210,000 
Post Office Telegraphs 1,550,000 








Total for Revenue Departments...£6,540,000 


£16,626,000 és 


Grand Total 
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Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution. 


*Mr. WEIR desired to call attention to 
the serious state of affairs existing in the 
Moray Firth owing to foreign trawlers 
trawling in these waters. No sooner 
had British trawlers been prohibited 
from trawling there than there was a 
considerable increase of foreigners. No 
less than fifty-five foreign trawlers were 
seen in the Firth last year by the Fishery 
Board cruisers, and several of them were 
seen on various occasions. The object of 
the bye-law made by the Scottish Fishery 
Board was to keep out trawlers, and to 
preserve the rich fishing banks of the 
Moray Firth. He thought steps ought to 
be taken by the Foreign Office to close 
the Firth against foreign trawlers. This 
matter had been brought to the attention 
of the authorities time after time, but 
nothing had been done, and the result 
was that the fisheries were being ruined 
He suggested legislation which should 
exclude all trawlers. He also suggested 
that there should be better facilities 
for storage of Scotch herrings at St. 
Petersburg, and better accommodation 
at the new port for landing _ her- 
rings. He deplored the fact that al 
though a Hydrographical Conference met 
last summer to inquire into the whole 
question of the fisheries, and to sug 
gest means to solve the difficulty, no 
report had yet been issued. It had 
always been supposed that this country 
was taking the lead in the matter, anc it 
was somewhat surprising to find that that 
was not the fact. Having regard to the 
fact that the deliberations of the con- 
ference were concluded last summer, it 
was quite time that a report was issued. 
Another matter to which he desired to 
draw attention was with respect to the 
British North Borneo Company. The 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs had 
stated that there had been certain corre- 
spondence between the company and Mat 
Salleh. That correspondence ought to be 
placed upon the Table of the House, so 
that the House might ascertain whether 
Mat Salleh had been treated fairly by the 
company. He understood with regard to 
Malta that in fifteen years from last March 
the Italian language would not be allowed 
in the law courts, and that English was 
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to be the ofticial language. Such a change 
was opposed by all sections of the Maltese, 
who had a right to expect that the ordi 
nance passed by William IV. should be 
continued, and that the language which 
had been the official language for nine 
centuries should not be taken away. He 
hoped the Government would not create 
another Ireland in Malta. He desired 
also to call the attention of the President 
of the Board of Trade to a serious state of 
things on the coast of Scotland, where 
trawlers carried on their work with 
covered lights. No doubt there were 
penalties for this offence, but they were 
not sufficiently heavy. They should be 
made infinitely heavier, in order to put a 
stop to this robbery of the seas. No one 
knew how many fishing boats had been 
run down by this practice. The right 
hon. Gentleman had also promised that 
liberal concessions would be made to the 
poorer districts of the Highlands of 
Scotland in the matter of light railways, 
hut up to the present nothing had been 


Supply 


done. He asked that Lemberg lights 
should be provided on the coast of 


Ross-shire and Sutherlandshire, and at 
dangerous places in the Western Islands. 
What between the Board of Trade, 
Trinity House, and the Northern Light- 
house Board it seemed as if absolutely 
nothing could done. The sale of 
Crown salmon rights in Seotland ought 
to be stopped. The supply of salmon 
was decreasing, and more should be done 
in the way of erecting salmon ladders, 
as in Norway and Sweden, to allow the 
salmon to get higher up the rivers and 
into the inland lochs. He was sorry that 
the Secretary for Scotland was not in 
this House. The Lord Advocate had his 
own legal department to attend to, and 
much of his time was occupied in Parlia- 
ment Square, Edinburgh. No doubt 
the right hon. Gentleman did what he 
could, but he had too much legal work. 
The Secretary for Scotland ought to 
in this House, in order that the 
Scotch Members might be in direct com- 
munication with him. As to the last 
deer forest return, the Scottish Office 
admitted that it was inaccurate. There 
onght to be no difficulty in obtain- 
ing accurate statistics of the area of 
deer forests in the Highlands. He 
trusted the Lord Advocate would im- 
press on the Secretary for Scotland 
the need for more attention to Highland 
matters. The Secretary for Scotland 
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should not be in the miserable plight 
of being unable to obtain accurate infor- 
mation in regard to the deer forest area. 
There must be something radically wrong. 
He also wished the right hon. Gentleman 
the Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
would arrange for a better mail service 
hetween Stornoway and the mainland. 


*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brongh): When I venture to bring 
shipping questions under the notice of 
Parliament the President of the Board of 
Trade unfortunately loses his temper and 
gives my statements a flat contradic- 
tion. [am going to prove to-night that 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to be 
more careful in giving flat contradictions 
to Members of the House. Last year I 
made a charge in regard to the manner 
in which the business of the Consular 
Office in New York was carried on. | 
said that in that office a state of affairs 
existed which was a disgrace ; that seamen 
were plundered by crimps, and that ship- 
owners shaved in the spoil. The right 
hon. Gentleman replied that Her Majesty’s 
Consul at New York had stated in a 
despatch that there was io foundation 
for the statement I had made. Now, I 
have a letter dated 10th April, 1895, 
which Her Majesty’s Consul sent to the 
Superintendent of the Mercantile Ottice, 
Mr.Frederick Wood, Dock Street, London, 
in regard to a complaint by Thomas 
O’Brien, who had been charged by the 
crimps 12 dollars for engagement, and 
at the termination of the voyage he had 
been swindled out of 16 dollars more by 
the captain for the privilege of leaving 
work. The Consul replied— 

“Tt is a matter of cemmon repute that they 
pay bonuses to shipowners for the privilege 
of supplying crews, and there can be no doubt 
that they recoup themselves by levying fees 
from the sailors for whom they procure employ- 
ment.” 


That letter was signed “C. O. Sander- 
son.” I would like to know on what 
ground the right. hon. Gentleman denied 
my statement. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man had taken the trouble to read the 
reports in regard to the desertions of sea- 
men he would have found that it was 
stated deliberately that the reason why 
seamen were charged these enormous fees 
for employment was because a_ large 
number of shipowners had entered into 
contracts with the crimps te supply the 
men. Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman 
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thought this was a trifle, but I will 
tell him what | mean. In New York 
every year there are engaged on British 
ships over 100,000 men, and these have to 
pay on an average six dollars, or a total 
of 600,000 dollars. £120,000 is a very 
big sum to take out of the pockets of 
these sailors for the privilege of going to 
work. But when they go to sea they 
have to pay larger sums to the captains 
for the privilege of being released from 
their work ; so that in one port alone in 
the United States British seamen have to 
pay close on a quarter of a million of 
money out of their wages. Hon. Members 
who represent seaport constituencies ought 
to be in their places in the House to expose 
and resist this swindle. The right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Board of 
Trade said that they had been in corre- 
spondence with the Consul at New York, 
and that they were doing all they could to 
stop the practice, hut it is two years since 
[brought the matterunder the notice of the 
House of Commons, and surely it could not 
take the Foreign Office and the Board of 
Trade that time to rectify such a matter? 
All they have got todo is to give definite 
instructions to Her Majesty's Consuls 
not to permit shipping agents, crimps 
and loaters to go into the Consular 
offices at the time men were being paid 
off. If the sailors had votes this matter 
would have been very differently treated. 
The other night I called the attention of 
the right hon. Gentleman to the section 
of the Act whieh dealt with the rating of 
able seamen, and | asked the question 
why the Board of Trade allowed men to 
be signed on articles and agreements 
when they were unable to produce cer- 
tificates showing that they had served 
four years before the mast. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that that was no hard- 
ship to the men, but I hold that it is a very 
serious hardship to real able seamen if men 
were engaged who could not do the work. 
The right hon. Gentleman said a few 
nights ago that they had no power to refuse 
to put men on the articles of agreement 
as A.B.s if the captain so desired. I say 
that this section says altogether different 
from that. It says distinctly that a man 
shall not be entitled to the rating of A.B. 
unless he can prove four years sea service 
before the mast, and if the Board of 
Trade wish to stand on their rights all 
they have to do is to say to the ship- 
owner, or captain, or anyone else who 


engages the men as A.B.s, that unless 
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the men are able to prove four years sea 
service they cannot be entered as A.B.s, 
They may be taken on as boys, or ordi- 
nary seamen, or stewards, or carpenters, 
but they cannot be given the rating of 
A.B. unless they are able to prove their 
sea service in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the Merchant Shipping Act. 
The right hon. Gentleman has not paid 
any attention to this section, and I antici- 
pate that when he gets up to reply he 
will simply ignore the question altogether. 
That, however, will not prevent me 
endeavouring to press it home, and | 
intend to keep on pressing it until [ get 
some satisfaction. I have consulted a 
learned counsel with regard to this section, 
and he tells me distinctly that the Board of 
Trade have no right whatever to issue 
instructions to superintendents to give 
men the rating of A.B. when they are 
not able to prove their sea service. | 
trust that the President of the Board 
will reconsider his decision in this matter, 
and that he will endeavour to carry out 
the law. I do not want any special 
privileges for sailors and firemen. I «do 
not ask for that at all. I only ask for 
common justice. I say that if an Act of 
Parliament is passed for the benefit of 
seamen, we have a right to see that that 
Act of Parliament is carried out in a 
propermanner. [ know there is no fine 
or penalty provided under this section. 
But still it is within the power of the 
Board of Trade to refuse to enter a man 
as A.B. unless he is able to prove the 
proper period of sea service. Now, | 
come to the question of accommodation 
on board ship. The right hon. Gentleman 
the other night, in reply to statements 
which I made as to the accommodation 
provided for lascars, said I was pressing 
this matter, not for the benefit of the 
lascars, but with the view of driving 
them out of British ships altogether. 
There may be some truth in that state- 
ment. I know the lascars would 
not be employed on_ British ships 
were it not for the fact that 
their labour is cheap, and that ship- 
owners can impose upon them by robbing 
them of their proper accommodation. Of 
course, having the right to engage these 
lascars, they are naturally displacing 
sritish labour, and we see how serious 
this matter is when we bear in mind that 
whereas in 1860 there were but 350 
lascars employed, there are now some- 
thing like 31,000 on British ships. Ship- 
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ping companies which formerly employed 
only white labour are now going in for 
lascar labour, in order that they may 
compete with the P. & O. Company 
and the British India Company, 
that it may eventually be the case that 
the whole of our British ships will be 
manned by lascars. The Board of Trade 
by their inaction are helping them in the 


sO 


matter. There is another reason why I 
object to these lascars being used 
other than that they are replacing 
British seamen. We have complained 


for a long while about the accommo- 
dation for seamen on board British 
ships. A Royal Commission which sat 
in the year 1891 recommended an 
alteration of the law in — this 
respect. It recommended that the ac- 
commodation should increased from 
72 cubic feet to 120. But there is no 
Government that has been good enough 
to alter the law in that direction. — If i 
is possible for shipping companies to 
escape providing proper accommodation 
hy employing lascars, naturally they will 
employ coolie labour, and British seamen 
will not be able to get employment at all. 
| submit, therefore, ] haye a right to 
insist that if coolie or black labour is to 
he employed in the place of British sea- 
men for the sake of cheapness, thev shall 
not be sweated by the shipowners, and 
shall be worked only under fair condi- 
tions. The right hon. Gentleman went 
to contend that lasears did not re- 
quire the same amount of accommodation 
as white men. Just fancy that from the 
Imperial Government -from a Govern- 
ment which talks so largely about the 
British Empire and the “sons of- the 
Empire.” Fancy the right hon. Gentle- 
man getting up in the House of 
Commons to say that some of the sons 
of the Empire do not require much 
accommodation. The right hon, Gentle- 
man mentioned a petition sent by these 
lascars to Her Majesty the Queen. He 
said that they had petitioned to be left 
severely alone, and that they were quite 
happy and contented with the accommo- 
dation provided for them by the P. and O. 
Company. I do not believe that the 
lascars ever wrote that petition. I know 
they did not. It was prepared for them 
by some of the agents of the P. and O. 
Company. I remember one passage in 


be 


+ 


u 


on 


the petition in which they are made to 
say, “ We like to huddle together in our 
beloved Indian fashion.” 


That may be 
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very nice for the lascars in the open air 
in India, but when they come to this 
country we have no right to allow them 
to huddle together in this manner to the 
danger of the health of the public at 
large. 1 would ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man to take a trip one night to the 
Victoria and Albert Docks, and to see 
these lascars huddled together on the 
P. and O. boats. Let him how they 
are crowded together in their dens and 
dungeons. However the right hon. 
Gentleman may endeavour to justify 


see 


his assertion that the  lasears do 
not require the same accommodation 
as white men, | am bound to. say 


that I do not care what his opinion may 
for [ have the law on my side and 
that is good enough for me. The law 
says that British seamen shall have twelve 
superticial feet and seventy-two cubic 
feet allotted to each of them, and if any 
shipping company or person commits a 
breach of that law he is liable to a fine of 
£25 for each offence. I asked him a 
question the other day as to a ship called 
the “ Australia,” on which the men each 
had only nine superficial feet instead of 
twelve. [I inquired if the right hon, 
Gentleman would take action. He de- 
clines to do so, and he says that there are 
other matters which ought to be taken 
into consideration. | Why does he show 
this great consideration for the P. and Q. 
Company ?) Why this reluctance on the 
part of the Government to compel this 
company to obey the law? They get 
£400,000 a year from the Government iti 
the form of a subsidy for carrying mails and 
troops, and vet, although they get this 
huge subsidy, there is reluctance on the 
part of the Government and of the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade to enforce 
the law. I say I have some ground of 
complaint, and that the inhabitants of the 
East-end London also have some 
grounds of complaint against the Govern- 
ment in this matter. Quite a_ large 
number of these natives die from cholera 
and other Asiatic diseases, and by and 
by we shall have cholera brought into 
this country, and we shall be able to 
fasten the responsibility for that on the 
shoulders of the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Trade, because 
he will not insist on the P. and O, Com- 
pany providing these men with proper 
accommodation. Disease may be brought 
into our land by reason of that failure 
of duty, and thousands of people 
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may die in consequence. There are 
several other matters in connection with 
the Board of Trade which I am not satis- 
fied with. There is the question of 
foreigners engaged on British ships. I 
know there are certain foreigners 
we are bound to employ, because, at 
the present time, unfortunately, the 
supply of British seamen is not sufficient 
to man the whole of our ships. But 
there is no reason why we should employ 
foreigners who are not seamen. The 
fact that they are not seamen and are not 
competent to be seamen acts to the dis- 
advantage of resident foreigners in’ this 
country and of British seamen. I was 
making inquiries the other day as to why 
so many young Swedes and Germans 
were signed on on our ships at Conti- 
nental ports ; and [ was told by a very 
intelligent German that the reason was 
this, that in theirown country’s ships no 
man can engage as A.B. unless he has 
served four years at sea, and he must be 
qualified to do his work. It has to be 
entered in his discharge and engagement 
book that he is a competent A.B., and 
he cannot engage on a German ship 
unless he is able to produce that book. 
The same law applies in Holland and 
Belgium. ‘The result is that these 
voung foreigners, after serving about 
twelve months in their own country’s 
ships as boys, make their way to other 
ports on the Continent, where British 
ships are to be found, and---partly to avoid 
conscription, I admit--there they engage 
on board British ships as able-bodied sea- 
men, although they have only done 
twelve months sea service and, of course, 
are not competent men at all. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hon. Mem- | 


ber intend to suggest that under the pre- 
sent law that practice could be stopped 
by the Board of Trade ? 


*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: Yes, 
Mr. Speaker. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
is right in that contention, he is in order. 


*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I con- 
tend that the power exists under Section 
126 of the Merchant Shipping Act, which 
provides that a seaman shall not be 


entitled to the rating of able-bodied sea- | 


man unless he has been at sea four years. 


I say under that section the President of | 


Mr. Havelock Wilson. 
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‘the Board of Trade can prevent the 
employment of these young foreigners. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must confine himself to the question of 
allowing incompetent seamen to be 
shipped as able-bodied seamen. At pre- 
sent he seems to be going into the ques 
tion of allowing foreigners generally to 


be shipped. 
*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I am 


complaining that these foreign seamen are 
allowed to get engagements on British 
ships under circumstances which amount 
to an evasion of the law, because they are 
not competent men and do not comply 
with the Act of Parliament, and the Board 
of Trade and the Consuls allow them to 
sign on British ships as able-bodied sea- 
men when they are not competent to sign 
on as such, according to the provisions of 
the Merchant Shipping Act. That is not 
the only thing I have tocomplain of, In 
regard to the articles of agreement the 
right hon. Gentleman has made some 
slight concession. He has promised that 
articles of agreement shall be translated 
into a number, of European languages, so 
that when foreigners who cannot under 
stand our language are being engaged on 
board British ships a copy of the 
articles of agreement in their own 
language shall be handed to them 
to read. But it may so _ happen 
that they may not be able to read, and 
what I want to insist on is that these 
articles of agreement shall be read out to 
the men so that every man may thoroughly 
understand what he is signing. Surely 
the Board of Trade can do something in 
this matter. I believe that if the Board 
of Trade would only insist that wherever 
crews of this kind are being engaged, the 
captain should be compelled to find com 
petent interpreters to interpret the 
‘articles to each seaman in his own lan- 
guage it would be found that the trouble 
was so great that the experience would in 
the future be avoided, and British seamen 
would be employed. I thoroughly under- 
stand why it is that these foreigners are 
preferred to Englishmen. It is a fact, 
that foreigners who have been resident in 
| England for any length of time, and who 
can speak the English language fluently, 
very often find that they have just as 
much difficulty in getting employment as 
the Britisher, for the officer says to them, 
“You know too much.” It is not a good 
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thing to know too much on board a 
ship, more especially when the articles of 
agreement are being read out. The 
captains do not want the men to under- 
stand too much ; the less they understand, 
in fact, the better, so that when settling 
day comes the advantage will be all on 
one side. It is for that reason that many 
captains and owners prefer foreigners who 
cannot speak English. Another matter 
of which I have to complain is their 
failure to pay the passage home of seamen 
discharged at foreign ports. Under the 
186th Section owners are directed to pay 
all the expenses of sending seamen home 
to the United Kingdom when they are 
discharged at foreign ports. Now, it 
ought to be the duty of the Consuls, when 
men are being discharged at their offices, 
to see that this section is carried out, 
The section says that, 

‘* Masters shall, besides paying the wages to 
which the seaman or apprentice is entitled, 
either provide him with adequate employment 
on board some other British ship bound to the 
port in Her Majesty’s dominions at which he 
was originally shipped, or to a port in the 
United Kingdom agreed to by the seaman, or 
furnish the means of sending him back to some 
such port, or provide him witha passage home, 
or deposit with the Consular Office such a sum 
of money as is by the office or merchant 
deemed sufficient to defray the expense of 
maintenance and passage home.” 


[ submit that under that section the re- 
sponsibility rests upon the Consul, when 
a captain is discharging his crew ina 
foreign port, to say to that captain, 
* You must deposit in this office sutticient 
to pay the man’s expenses to the port at 
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which he was engaged, and also his 
maintenance at so much per day, | 
so as to provide him with keep.” 


Now, I find that when crews are being 
discharged before the Consul at Rotter- 
dam or Antwerp, if a man asks to be 
sent home to his port of engagement Her 
Majesty’s consul, instead of insisting upon 
the captain depositing an amount of 
money sufficient to provide for the main- 
tenance and passage of the sailor, tells the 
captain to deposit ten shillings, which 
is the exact boat fare from Rot- 
terdam to Harwich. And then when 
the man arrives at Harwich he has to 
pay his train expenses to Newcastle or 
Cardiff out of his wages, which may only 
be a small amount. If subsequently he 
tries to recover his fare--I do wish the 
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certain he cannot reply without knowing 
what I am talking about—I say that 
when the man avails himself of this 
section to claim his fare in a court of law, 
the owner of the ship produces the agree- 
ment with the endorsement of the 
Consul, and that shuts the man out of 
court altogether. The Court says, ‘‘ The 
Consul said ten shillings was enough.” 
That is treated as sufficient answer to 
the claim, and the man is prevented 
getting all he is entitled to. I have been 
in correspondence with the Board of 
Trade on this matter. [ have asked the 
Board of Trade if they cannot see their 
way clear to advise consuls to insist upon 
payment of the full fare with maintenance. 
If they cannot do that, surely they could 
advise Consuls to leave it an entirely open 
question, so that if the man chooses to 
claim his full fare in a court of law he 
may not be faced with the endorsement 
of the Consul on the articles of agree- 
ment. Let it be left open to the man to 
settle the matter with the shipowner in a 
court of law when he arrives in the 
United Kingdom. Can it be denied that 
that is a fair proposal to make to the 
Board of Trade? If the Board of Trace 
will not do their duty then leave it open 
to other people to do it for them. I think 
I have kept the House a sufficient time, 
although I contend that I am perfectly 
justified in making these complaints, 
seeing that seamen are not able to come 
to this House and make the complaints 
for themselves. As their representative 
it is my duty to avail myself of every 
opportunity that I can get, and to keep 
on knocking at the door of this House of 
Commons until the Government do some- 
thing in the direction of improving the 
conditions under which seamen live and 


labour. We are told by the right hon. 
Gentleman that the Government are 


anxious to do all they can for “ poor 
Jack.” I wish they would help him to 
save the £120,000 which he is swindled 
out of in New York every year. If they 
will do that then we will begin to see in 
the right hon. Gentleman a sweet little 


| cherub sitting up aloft looking after the 


interests of poor Jack, and the President 


‘of the Board of Trade will earn the grati- 


right hon. Gentleman would give some | 


attention to what I am saying, for I am 





tude and respect of the whole of the sea- 
men of this country. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton): As regards the system of crimping 
as practised in New York and other 
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American ports I think we are entitled to 
a definite reply from the Government. I 
have read very carefully a volume detail- 
ing the complaints of British subjects in 


South Africa which more or less brought | 


about the war, but I have not read in 
that volume anything to compare for a 
moment with what I have read in the 
volume published by the Government 
with reference to the desertions of seamen 
in foreign ports. if what the Consuls 
state in that volume is true—if half of it 
is true—I say it is the duty of the 
Government to interfere, and to pre- 
vent this system which is robbing 
seamen of their wages. In  Sonth 
Africa millionaires complained, but these 
are the complaints of working men. I 
have one particular case which I wish to 
put before the President of the Board of 
Trade. A man named McDonnell, who 
resides in the constituency [ have the 
honour to represent, and who is an intel- 
gent working man, met with an accident 
in New York, and had to be confined in 
one of the hospitals. © He was left penni- 
less, and was compelled to work his 
passage home, and he told me that before 
he could obtain employment in an English 
ship he had to sign for thirty dollars, out 
of which the boarding master deducted 
twenty dollars, and he only earned 
ten dollars for work for which he 
should have obtained thirty dollars. I 
maintain it is the duty of the 
Foreign Office to protect these helpless 
men, and to sce that no one comes be- 
tween them and the captain of the ship. 
I say it is the duty of the Government to 
communicate with the Government of the 
United States on this matter. If a sys 
tem existed in this country under which 
foreign seamen were subjected to these 
deductions, then I think the Government 
would step in and protect these men from 
being robbed. The hon. Member for 
Middlesbrough stated that in New York 
alone £140,000 a year is deducted from 
seamen’s wages by these crimps. It 
is a scandal, and ought not to be allowed 
to continue. It is quite evident that the 
President of the Board of Trade is callous 
in this matter, but | would ask the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, who I think 
is a very reasonable man, whether such a 
system should be allowed to continue 
without protest. If the Government are 


not prepared to deal with it, then the ! 
agitation must go on, and I hope the sense 
of justice of hon. Gentlemen opposite will ; 


Mr. Jonathan Sumuel. 
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lead them to support the hon. Member 
for Middlesbrough in demanding justice 
and protection for these men. 


Mr. MADDISON (Shettield, Bright 
side): I feel this question is of such im- 
portance that I must trespass on the time 
of the House in discussing it. The hon. 
Member for Middlesborough is a very 
persistent man, and he has a very great 
and sacred cause to defend. I have spent 
most of my life in a seaport. I have been 
constantly brought into contact with sea 
men, and I venture to say there is no 
class in the community who render greater 
services to the Empire than the merchant 
seamen of this country, and no class who 
have benefited less by the prosperity of 
the country. Looking at these and othe1 
considerations I believe we have a good 
case, and Tam sure the President of the 
Board of Trade will realise that anything 
that can be done to improve the lot 
of our seamen ought to be done. 
I was very sorry to hear the reply of the 
right hon. Gentleman the other night. 
He discovered allegations that were neve! 
intended, because no one had disparaged 
Mr. Sanderson, and he went on to sas 
that he knew nothing about these ille- 
galities. What are the facts’ The 
shipping office in New York is not in the 
same building as the Consular office, and 
therefore the right hon. Gentleman could 
only know if he made definite inquiries. 
But my _ hon. friend, as a responsible 
Member of this House, has said that hi 
himself during a period of four months 
continually witnessed scenes which the 
right hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs admitted were, if true, 
very shameful. His attitude did en 
courage me more than that of the Presi 
dent of the Board of Trade. Our case 
does not rest on mere hearsay. In 
the report on the desertion of  sea- 
men which was presented to the 
House on the motion of the gallant 
Admiral opposite-—-who I am surprised 
does not help the mercantile seamen ax 
assiduously as he helps the bluejacket and 
the marine—I find that the Consul at 
Philadelphia states that the blood-money 
is often as high as twenty dollars, which is 
deducted from the seaman’s advance. 
Then the Consul at Portland, Oregon, 


| says— 


‘‘The manner of engaging has always som: 
bearing on that of desertions 
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[am quite sure the right hon. Gentle- 
man understands the gravity of the deser- 
tions of British seamen— 
“because it is on that that crimps thrive. I 
have often found it difficult to induce masters 
of British vessels to engage independent sea- 
men requiring in many cases no advances, and 
who were outside crimps’ houses. If they did 
so the boarding-house keepers would refuse to 
furnish the rest of the crew.” 


Talk about paramountey, but the crimp 
paramount here. Then the Consul 


goes on— 


Is 


“Some time ago the Mariners’ Home, 
a respectable institution, had to be closed he- 
cause British shipmasters preferred to patronise 
crimps, and would not take seamen from the 
Home.” 


| appeal to the House whether my hon. 
friend the Member for Middlesbrough is 
not quite justified in bringing this matter 
forward, even at this late hour, in the 
absence of any satisfactory reply or any 
clear indication that the two Depart- 
ments to whom we have appealed are 
doing anything. I find that the Acting 
Consul General at San Francisco states 
that there has been a decrease in de- 
sertions at that port, which 

“is attributed in a great measure to the 
contract system for supplying seamen to 
British ships in force here for two or three 
years. Under this system the iniquitous 
charge of bonus or blood-moncy for supplying 
seamen, principally levied by boarding-house 
proprietors, has heen abolished, and the induce 
ment to seamen to desert is not so great as 
formerly.” 

I submit that this is a long-standing and 
grievous evil, which is sapping the moral 
and physical strength of the mercantile 
marine. We not only present the evil, 
hut we maintain that it can be very easily 
remedied. I do not say that we can have 
a system that will prevent seamen from 
deserting if they have sufficient justifica- 
tion. I would be very sorry to see that 
instinet die out. The President of the 
Board of Trade seems to have come to the 


conclusion that everything my hon. friend | 


brings up is tainted, and not to be taken 
notice of. 
mony of competent officials which is not 
tainted. Consul Laidlow supplies the 
remedy. Hesays— 


“A comprehensive Consular Convention 


should be concluded with the United States, 
viving the same exclusive jurisdiction now | 
enjoyed by French and German Consuls, in- | 
cluding power to eall on the local authorities 
for necessary assistance.” 
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I ask why the Government have not acted 
on that suggestion. The French and 
German Governments, who have not a 
quarter of the interest that we have in 
the mercantile marine, have seen the evil 
and have taken steps to remedy it. In 
conclusion, | would appeal to the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade and to the 


Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
to stop this system of crimping. 
I am not unreasonable. I know 
my hon. friend in tus zeal brings 


a whole catalogue of grievances forward, 
but that no reason why attention 
should not be given to one particular 
grievance which stands out. With re- 
ference to lascars, the right hon. Gentle- 
man, in referring to my hon. friend’s 
speech, made a retort which was justified. 
He told my hon. friend that his desire 
was not so much to benefit the lascars as 
to get rid of them. I do not see why 
foreigners should be excluded from 
sritish ships any more than they are 
excluded from British workshops. — [| 
would resist that most strenuously. | 
only know men, not nationalities. How- 
ever, | would not wish to see ships 
manned with lascars, because they are 
not equal to British seamen ; but as long 
as they sail under the British flag they 
come under the Imperial law, and 
they should have the full benefit of it. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that the 
lascars had presented a petition, in which 
they prayed not to have their beloved 
Indian fashion interfered with. Does the 
right hon. Gentleman, as an experienced 
politician, really believe that that was a 
genuine petition? He knows very well 
that these men would sign a_ petition 
even to have their wages reduced if the 
same steps were taken to induce them. 
The Government allow the P. and O. 
Company to employ this inferior labour 
not for the good of the community, not 
for the good of the lascars, but for the 
/companys own gain; and this is the 
Government that want to keep out 
pauper aliens! I cannot see the con- 
| sistency or the justice of trying to help 
the wretched workmen of the East End 
of London by keeping out pauper aliens, 
and at the same time encouraging rich 


is 


|shipping companies to employ lascar 
| labour. 
*Mr. BRODRICK: The three hon. 


| Members who have spoken last have re- 
ferred to a subject which is only remotely 
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connected with the Department which I 
have the honour to represent. It must 
be obvious that what these three hon. 
Members have asked is considerably 
beyond what is in the power of the 
Government to perform. What the 
Government is performing is a very small 
modicum of what they desire. Perhaps 
I may be allowed to say that the paper 
from which extracts have been read was 
not ordered by the House, but was pub- 
lished by my right hon. friend the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade on Reports 
supplied by the Foreign Office in order 
that the subject should be brought before 
the public. The Board of Trade pressed 
the Foreign Office to get the information 
in order that it might be placed 
before the shipowners of this country, and 
the Board of Trade is constantly pressing 
this subject on the attention of ship- 
owners who can do most in the matter. 
There has been no remissness on the part 
of the British Consuls, nor any defect in 
the British law. If the practice complained 
of could be stopped by British consuls it 
would be stopped. ‘The practice can only 
be checked by the British Consuls in 
their own offices, but there is nothing 
whatever to prevent the system, which is 
undoubtedly an abuse, being carried on 
immediately outside these offices in New 
York and other ports. The main fact 
remains that we are dealing with a 
foreign country, and that we cannot deal 
with these matters by a single piece of 
legislation in this House. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL: You 
can make representations to the United 
States Government. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Constant represen- 
tations have been made by Her Majesty’s 
Government on this subject, but the point 
I was going to make is that in order to 
give effect to these representations legis- 
lation would be necessary by the different 
States of America which it is not in the 
power of the United States Government 
to bring into being. The law in Portland 


might be different from the law in New | 


York, and I would urge that we should 
not be pressed to give an undertaking 
which it is not in our power to carry out. 
Her Majesty’s Government can do only 
two things. They can bring the facts to 
light and endeavour to preserve order in 
their own shipping offices. Those who 
can assist most are the shipping masters 


Mr. Brodrich:. 
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who engage the men, and I can 
assure hon. Gentlemen that the 
Chamber of Shipping can assist to a very 
large extent in this matter. I do not 
wish hon. Gentlemen to carry away the 
idea that the Government are in the 
slightest degree remiss about this matter. 
We desire that the abuse should be re- 
medied. The Board of Trade has been 
most active throughout with regard to it, 
and, so far as the Foreign Office can sup- 
port them, though it can only be in a 
modified form, we are perfectly ready to 
give the best attention to the subject. 
There is one thing we cannot do—we 
cannot amend the laws of the United 
States, nor, so far as [ am aware, can the 
United States Government, in conse- 
quence of any representations from this 
side of the water, exercise the same 
authority throughout all the States as 
can be exercised by this House over the 
United Kingdom. My right hon. friend 
informs me that in the course of the last 
few weeks he has been taking steps in 
the matter, and I think hon. Members 
would do well to wait and see whether 
something effective cannot be done in 
the direction they desire. 


Mr. MADDISON: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not replied with reference 
to the Consular Convention mentioned 
by Mr. Laidlow. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: We will give our 
best attention to the subject, but I cannot 
be expected to promise more than we may 
be able to perform. I would ask the hon. 
Member to exercise patience in the matter. 
With regard to the variety of questions 
put to me by the hon. Member for Ross 
and Cromarty, we will endeavour to obtain 
the observance of the local laws by 
trawlers in the Moray Firth, but to give 
an undertaking such as he desires would 
open up a very large question connected 
with the fishing industry. 


*Mr. WEIR: I asked for information 
as to the progress of storage accommoda- 
tion. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I mentioned last 


year that as a result of representations 


/ want of pressure on our part. 
_asked me to give a pledge that certain 


by Her Majesty’s Government the accom- 
modation was considerably increased, and 
if it is not now sufficient it is not for 
He also 
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Papers with reference to North Borneo 
should be laid before the House. I am 
not aware of any correspondence on 
the subject which has not been given to 


Supply 


the House. As to the question of the 
use of the Maltese language in the police- 


courts of Malta I can only tell the hon. 
Member what I told him before. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I desire to 
say that I entirely sympathise with the 
hon. Member for Middlesbrough, and 
will support him with my vote. He 
knows what he is talking about, and the 
British seaman ought to feel grateful to 
him for the ability with which he has 
championed his case before the House. 
Surely the Government have some 
machinery at their disposal which would 
enable them to get information on this 
subject. The right hon. Gentleman has 
said that the Government cannot make 
laws for the United States, but they can 
set their own house in order. They 
might set to work at once by means of a 
Royal Commission and get the facts, and 
if it is proved that the statements of the 
hon. Member for Middlesbrough are 
true, they could then approach the 
American Government. It is notorious 
that sailors suffer from these grievances, 
and it appears an extraordinary thing 
to me that the Government should treat 
them so lightly. It is not by treating 
sailors in this manner that the youth of 
the country can be induced to enter the 
mercantile service. This is in a sense an 
Irish question, for any question that con- 
cerns the working classes always appeals 
to the Irish Members, and when a 
reasonable and just case is made oyt we 
are always ready to support it. If my 
hon. friend goes to a division, as I hope 
he will, I shall be very glad indeed to 
vote with him. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: It is 
unfortunate that a matter of this im 
portance should come forward at such a 
late hour, and I think it would be 
a better practice if Report of Supply 
could be brought forward at such 
a time as would enable matters to be 
conveniently discussed. I may be asked 
why [interfere in this debate. My reason 
is rather a practical one. Several years 
ago, before I entered the House, I myself 
was for several years in the mercantile 
marine, and I sailed on a British ship as 
an apprentice. I lived practically with 
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'the men, and spent most of my time in 
_ the forecastle, and took every opportunity 
of observing as closely as I could the cir- 
/cumstances under which sailors in the 
| mercantile marine lived ; and nothing has 
ever succeeded in effacing from my mind 
| the impression which I then formed of the 
| disagreeable conditions under which they 
live. I remember at that time comparing 
most unfavourably the conditions under 
which British sailors lived with the con- 
ditions under which men in the same 
position in the American mercantile 
marine lived, the latter being in every 
respect infinitely superior. That is one 
/reason why I am interested in this matter. 
|The second reason is that a great many 
| sailors in the mercantile marine are Irish- 
'men. Hon. Gentlemen have referred to 
| the circumstances under which mercantile 
‘sailors are engaged and discharged in 
‘foreign ports. We have heard of the 
| proceedings of the crimps in New York, 
but I go further than the hon. Member 
who raised this debate. I think that 
there should be a strict inquiry, not only 
into the circumstances connected with the 
discharge and engagement of sailors in 
foreign ports and in this country, but also 
into the circumstances connected with 
their lives on board ship. With reference 
to the foreign part of the question I must 
say that the right hon. Gentleman the 
| President of the Board of Trade did 
not display that sympathy which we 
have a right to expect from him. 
Apparently the President of the Board of 
Trade is not prepared to deal with this 
question in that spirit of sympathy which 
it deserves. Many people in this country 
look upon the subject of the manning of 
the mercantile marine as one of vital 
importance, and I do not think it should 
be suggested to be any disparagement of 
‘the hon. Member for Middlesbrough 
that he represents the interests of 
_merchant sailors. I have often wished 
that we had in this House a man to deal 
with these matters like Mr. Clark Russell, 
who has taken up so ably the question of 
_ the mercantile marine. We want someone 
like him to second the efforts of the 
hon. Member for Middlesbrough. I 
consider that the answer of the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs is quite 
‘unsatisfactory, but I am not prepared to 
|blame him. It is quite evident to me 
| that he has not grasped this question at 
jall. The attitude of the President of the 
| Board of Trade is certainly not particu- 
3M 
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larly sympathetic, but neither he nor the , practice is highly detrimental to the 


Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs, nor 
the Government generally, appear to 


interests of this country. 


have got the necessary  informa-| 
tion to allow them to realise the 
importance of the question. I[ have. 
a suggestion to make. This is 
not a very busy session, we have 


no great legislative programme to deal 
with, and I would suggest to the hon. 
Member for Middlesbrough and _his 
friends that they might well ask the 
Government to appoint a Select Com- 
mittee to inquire into the whole cireum- 
stances under which men are engaged and 
work in the mercantile marine. An an- 
nouncement that such a Committee was 
to be appointed would give intense satis- 
faction to large masses of people in this 
country. I remember well the time when 
Mr. Samuel Plimsoll raised his agitation 
in this House. I was not a Member then, 
but I have a vivid recollection, seated as 
I was in the Strangers’ Gallery, of seeing 
him expelled from the House, and of 
noticing his wife drop the speech which he 
wished to make on behalf of merchant 
seamen from the Ladies’ Gallery into the 
Reporters’ Gallery. Everybody now 
acknowledges that Mr. Samuel Plimsoll 
performed a service of the greatest 
possible benefit, and his memory is revered 
as that of one of the greatest humani- 
tarians of the age. Iam glad to see the 
hon. Members for Middlesbrough, Stock- 
ton, and the Brightside Division of 
Sheffield following in his steps Although 
coffin ships may not be sent to sea as they 
were before the Plimsoll line was estab- 


lished, I venture to assert that the condi- | 
tions under which our merchant sailors 


live are 


are compelled — to 
minds of 


as to disgust the 
partial men. 


im- 


Reference has been made | 


such | 


to the employment of lascars by the P. | 


and O. and other companies. 
know whether it would be in order for 
me, at this stage, to go into that question. 
In any case it is too late to do so to-night, 
so I will merely say this, that in my 
opinion, and in the opinion of many Irish 


seamen, it is not fair that large and | 


wealthy ship-owning companies, which 
draw from the taxpayers of the country 
enormous sums of money every year, in 
the form of subsidies for mail contracts, 
should employ cheap black labour in the 
place of British and Irish seamen, many 
of whom are to be found eager and willing 
to ship on reasonable terms. Such a 


Mr. William Redmond. 


I do not | ‘ 
the attention of the Home Secretary to 


| 





No doubt these 
lascars are taken on because they accept 
low wages, but it should not be forgotten 
that in times of stress, trial, and crisis 
they would be found of far less value than 
Irish or British seamen should their ser- 
vices be required. I have repeatedly 
travelled by the boats of one of these 


companies between this country and 
Australia, and I know that, among 


many people, there is a preference for 
travelling by the Orient Steam Company, 
because their vessels are manned by 
British, Irish, and colonial sailors, while 
the P. and O. Company’s boats are largely 
manned by lascars. If any hon. Member 
representing a maritime constituency 
thinks that my observations are not justi- 
fied, | am ready to go down with him and 
discuss the matter with his constituents, 
and | venture to think he will find that 
they agree substantially in all I have said. 
I admire the hon. Member for Middles 
brough for sticking to this question. | 
have still a lively recollection of the 
miserable pigsties and dens in which 
sailors are forced to live on ships. They 
hardly have room to lie down. With all 
respect, | appeal to the President of the 
3oard of Trade to give further considera 
tion to the case of these men, than whom 
are to be found no class more unfairly 
treated and more underpaid. Ido not 
ask him to say definitely forthwith 
whether he will agree to the appointment 
of a Select Committee, should one be 
moved for ; I know he must first consult 
his colleagues ; but I do think this is a 
matter which should engage the careful 
attention of the Government. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber 
land, Cockermouth): I am not following 
with another speech, but I wish to call 


| something which has occurred to-night, 


and to explain the circumstances. A 
meeting was announced to be held in 
Exeter Hall to-night, the object being to 
stop the war. It was quite an orderly 
meeting, but I suppose it will not stop 
the war. In consequence of — the 
announcement that the meeting would be 
held, the following notice appeared in an 
evening paper, and I believe it was also 
published on placards. But [I am_ not 
quite certain on that point. I think the 
House will see, however, that it is a 
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distinct incitement to, I will not say riot, 
but to disorderly conduct—- 

* Pro-Boers in Exeter Hall. Stop the War 
meeting to-night. Ought not to be allowed to 
meet and thus publicly condemn the war. 
People who rejoiced exceedingly last night can 
maintain their enthusiasm by going to Exeter 
Hall to-night and showing the pro-Boers that 
their sentiments are not popular.” 
| believe that these sentiments are not 
popular with hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
but then they show it in a proper way, 
and they do not attack me. [An Hon. 
MEMBER: We ought to doso.| We were 
all orderly at Exeter Hall. I was there. 
Soon after we had commenced the meet- 
ing, however, a tremendous noise was 
heard, the door was forced open, in spite 
of our attempts to keep it closed, and a 
number of men rushed into the room 
shouting and yelling and waving the 
Union Jack, an emblem which I, as a 
patriotic Englishman, am very sorry to 
see so often used as an implement of dis- 
order. Well, this body of assailants was 
repulsed. I am happy to say we were 
strong enough to do that. The meeting 
again proceeded in an orderly manner for 
fifteen or twenty minutes, when news 
came up that there was a violent contest 
going on on the stairs, that it would not 
he safe to continue, and that the best way 
would be to conclude the meeting. We 
decided to do so, and the question then 
was how to get home. Just as we had 
decided to break up the meeting fresh 
news came that our forces had rallied and 
again repulsed the enemy. The result 
was that we managed to hold the meeting 
quite decently. It was a ticket meeting, 
paid for with our own money. After 
another interval we were again disturbed 
hy hideous shouts and roars outside, but 
at the end of two hours we concluded 
our meeting. My hon. friends who were 
with me managed to get out by a side door, 
which was kindly opened for us ; we got 
into a four-wheeled cab, and told the 
driver to take us by the most unfre- 
quented ways to this House, which we 
reached in safety. I bring this before the 
House because I am informed that when 
a message was sent to the police they did 
not seem at all inclined to come and 
keep order. At all events they were 
very tardy in doing it. I believe they 
did come at last, and I really believe 
there would have been serious work if 
they had not come. 
now is to eall the attention 


of the 


What I want to do. 
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right hon. Gentleman the Home 
Secretary, who is the head of the police 
force, to the facts, and ask him to be good 
enough to give orders to the police that 
on future occasions like this they shall 


protect the people attending these 
meetings. | However unpopular our 


opinions may be, I think we ought to be 
allowed to express them, and the more so 
because we are so small a minority. I 
appeal with confidence to the right hon. 
Gentleman to protect orderly people who 
are engaged in holding a perfectly legiti- 
mate meeting. As I understand it, one of 
the reasons advanced for this war in the 
Transvaal is that our fellow-subjects out 
there were not allowed free speech, and yet 
that is the very privilege it is sought to 
deprive us of. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Wuire 
Rip.ey, Lancashire, Blackpool): However 
little the sympathy which the majority of 
this House feels with the opinions of the 
hon. Baronet on the Transvaal War, I am 
quite sure he has our sympathy in the 
unfortunate experience he has been 
through to-night. But many of us have 
had somewhat similar experiences at 
political meetings in various parts of the 
country, and not a few hon. Members 
have had to escape by back doors and 
travel by unfrequented streets to their 
homes in the course of their careers as 
political candidates. Of course, there is 
amore serious side to this question. [| 
knew nothing of the intention of the hon. 
Baronet and his friends to hold this 
meeting, and I have only heard of the 
circumstances to-night. The hon. Baronet 
is quite within his right in calling atten- 
tion to it, but, of course, until I have had 
an opportunity of making inquiry, I can 
say nothing about the conduct of the 
police, or whether they were or were not 
wanting in their duty. As the House 
knows, it is a very delicate matter for 
the police to interfere in these meetings. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON: I only 
complain that they were rather tardy. 


*Sin M. WHITE RIDLEY: On an 
occasion which closely approaches to a riot 
it is difficult to say whether, in coming on 
the scene, the police are or are not tardy. 
I can only promise that I will make some 
inquiry, as at present | know nothing at 
all about the matter. 
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Question put. 


The House divided : 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John G. Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baltour, Rt. Hn. A J.(Manceh’r 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbysh’re 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore'r | 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomd, Sir John C, Ready 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 

Crilly, Daniel 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Engledew, Charles John 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale | 


DEATHS FROM STARY 
ACCELERATED BY 
(LONDON), 


Ayes, 96 ; 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


| Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 


| Moore, William, (Antrim) 


{COMMONS} 


Noes, 22. 


AYES, 


Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Heath, James 

Hobhouse, Henry 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hn James Henry Cecil 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Lawrence,SirEDurning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 


Lowles, John 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 


Monckton, Edward Philip 


More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. W yndham( Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 





NOES. 


Jones, Wim. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Randell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


| 


ATION, OR 
PRIVATION 


| TELLERS FOR THE 


Guardians with 
cluded in the Return (in continuation of 
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the House. 


(Division List No. 50.) 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes. Newton 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthew W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.JG(Oxf'd Univ. | 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col, A.C. E(Taunt’) 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E (Notts. ) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn: E.R.(Bath 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D'Arcy 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Runciman, Walter 
Samuel,J.(Stockton-on. Tees) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Weir, James Galloway 


NOES 


Mr. Havelock Wilson and 
Mr. Maddison. 


reference to cases in- 





Address for “ Return of the number of 
all Deaths in the administrative county 
of London in the year 1899 upon which a 
Coroner’s Jury has returned a Verdict 
of Death from Starvation, or Death 
accelerated by Privation; together with 
any Observations furnished to the Local 
Government Board by Boards of 


Parliamentary Paper No. 334, of Session 
1899).”—(Mr. Talbot.) 





It being after One of the clock, Mr. 
Speaker adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


Adjourned at a quarter after One of 
the clock till Monday next. 


[ APPENDICES. 
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APPENDIX 1. 


STATEMENT 


OF 


FIRST LORD OF THE ADMIRALTY, 


EXPLANATORY OF THE 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


Presented to Parliament by Command of Her Majesty. 





The Navy Estimates for 1900-1901 amount to a net total of £27,522,600, being 
an increase of £928,100 beyond the amount of £26,594,500 voted for the year 
1899-1900. 

Of this sum of £928,100 the various Votes connected with the personnel 
account for £447,600. The greater part of this amount is due to the increase in the 
numbers voted. Among other causes which have contributed to produce this increase 
are the grant of higher pay to the Marines sanctioned last year, and various 
improvements in pay and allowances to the Medical Service. 

The Miscellaneous Votes show an increase of £27,900. 

The Works Vote shows an increase of £50,700. 

The Vote for Ordnance is increased by £293,900, which, however, includes a 
sum of £117,000 for ammunition transferred to the Army in this financial year, and 
which, though paid for, could not be replaced until next year. 

Vote 8&8 shows a net increase of £108,000. The three subheads of which it is 
composed show the following comparison :— 
£. 
Section I.—Dockyard wages, &c.—Increase — - - - - 95,000 
II.—Naval stores, including steam vessel coal—Increase 285,000 
I1I.—Contract work—Decrease - - - - - 272,000 


” Ps a 

A considerable amount of unforeseen and exceptional expenditure, for which 
otherwise a Supplementary Estimate would have been necessary, has, with the consent 
of the Treasury, been defrayed out of the unspent balance on the vote for contract 
work. Among the principal items are upwards of £350,000 excess expenditure on 
coal, due partly to increased cost, partly to operations in connexion with South Africa, 
partly to strengthening of stocks ; about £300,000 on the victualling vote ; £50,000 
for extra dockyard labour; nearly £300,000 for increased prices and increased 
purchases of Naval Stores other than coals. Smaller additional sums have also been 
spent on sea conveyance, telegraphic communications, and miscellaneous items. The 
state of war with the South African Republics, and its attendant circumstances, 
naturally caused a considerable expenditure beyond that provided for in the original 
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ii. STATEMENT—NAVY FEsTIMATEs, 1900--1901. 


Estimate. The total additional expenditure thus incurred, or still to be incurred 
during the financial year, amounts to a little more than £1,000,000. 


NUMBERS. 

The total number of Officers, Seamen and Boys, Coastguard, and Royal Marines 
voted for the vear 1900-1901 is 114,880, being an increase of 4,240 as compared with 
the number voted in the year 1899-1900. 

The total number borne on the Ist February, 1900, was 110,273, leaving 367 to. 
be added in the last two months of the financial year. The number similarly borne 

Ist February, 1899 was 105,280. Recruiting generally has heen good, and it is 
expected that the total number voted will be probably reached by the Ist April 
next, though there may still be a falling off in some of the artificer ratings. 

The additions proposed are composed as follows :--- 

220 Ofhicers. 
3,050 Petty Officers and Seamen. 
150 Engine-room Statf. 
200 Miscellaneous. 
300 Marines. 
320 Apprentices (Artizan ratings). 
£,240 


Consequent on the gradual increase in the lists of Captains and Commanders, 
sanctioned by Order in Council of November, 1898, the number of Officers eligille 
for higher rates of full and half pay has been. proportionately increased. 

The promotion, status, and pay of Engineer Officers have been recently considered 
by a Committee of the Board, with the result that the following changes have been 
approved :— 

The list of Chief Inspectors of Machinery has been increased from 5 to 8, and 

that of Inspectors of Machinery from 8 to 13. 

The Engineer-in-Chief has been given the relative rank of a Rear-Admiral. 

The rank of Staff Engineer has been abolished. 

Chief Engineers will rank with Lieutenants of and above 8 years’ seniority, while 
Engineers on promotion will rank with Lieutenants of less than 8 years’ 
seniority, instead of as now, with but ffer Lieutenants. 

In other respects the relative rank of Engineer officers remains unchanged. 

Kngineers will be given a new scale of pay, viz. : 


On promotion - : : - 10s. a day. 
After 4 years - : WES. 2 
After 8 ,, - - - =! ABE 9855 


and the allowance of ls. a day at present paid to Senior Engineers for all 
ships will be replaced by a scale varying, according to responsibility, from 1s. to 
2s. 6d. a day. 

fn order to further encourage signalling in the Navy, an allowance of 8d. a day 
for instructional duties will be granted to 40 Chief or other Yeomen of Signals in 
Battleships, first class Cruisers and Depdt Ships, and the “ higher standard ” allowance 
of 3d. a day will be granted to an increased number of petty officers and men of the 
signe! class above the rating of signalmen. 

The numbers of Inspectors-General and Deputy Inspectors-General of Hospitals 
and Fleets have been increased, and the conditions required for promotion to these 
ranks have been modified, 

‘The period of the course of instruction at Haslar Hospital for Surgeons on entry 
hes heen extended, and the award of prizes at the end of each session introduced. 

The number of Medical officers allowed to undergo periods of study at Medical 
Schools has been considerably increased, and the privilege extended to the senior 
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STATEMENT—NAVY ESTIMATES, 1900--1901. iii. 


An additional Professor has been appointed on the instructing staff at Haslar in 
connection with the study of diseases of foreign stations. 

Medical Officers newly entered will in future be only required to provide them- 
selves with a pocket case of instruments, as all Ships bearing Medical Officers, and 
Naval and Marine Barracks will be supplied with surgical instruments at the public 
cost within the next three years. 

To meet the difticulty of recruiting suitable men for the rating of Sick Berth 
Attendant, the pay and prospects of this class have been improved, and the rank of 
Warrant Officer granted to the position of Ward Master at the three principal 
hospitals. An extended course of training will be introduced for Probationers. 

The Boys’ Training Ship Ganges, which had been stationed at Falmouth, has been 
removed to Harwich, which it is hoped will encourage the recruiting of boys on the 
Kast Coast. 

Consequent on the recommendations of « Committee appointed by the Board, 
the pay and position of Domestics have heen considerably improved with the object 
of attracting a more desirable class of men, and of relieving officers of many expenses 
and difficulties inherent in the former system. 

THE Royat MARINEs. 

2,585 Recruits were raised for the Corps during the year, of whom 676 joined 
the Artillery branch. The average height of these men on entry ranged from 5 feet 
74 inches to 5 feet 8 inches for the Royal Marine Artillery, from 5 feet 51 inches to 
5 teet 6 inches for the Royal Marine Light Infantry. . 

The wastage of the Corps for the 12 months amounted to 2,078 men. 

An additional Annual Gratuitous Issue of a pair of Canvas Shoes has been 
approved for all Non-Commissioned Officers and Men serving on shore for the purpose 
of relieving the feet after marching, &c. This issue will commence on the 1st April 
next. 

The Barrack Room accommodation at Walmer is still insufficient for the 
quartering of the whole of the Recruits at the Depot, and the temporary removal of 
the Royal Marine Artillery Recruits to Eastney therefore still continues. Additional 
accommodation, which is also required at the latter Establishment, is being provided 
by the conversion of the Married Quarters into Barrack-rooms. This work will be 
completed shortly. 

The building of the new Hospital at Walmer is nearing completion. Steps will 
then be taken to provide additional accommodation by the conversion of the old 
Hospital into single men’s quarters. 

A Gymnasium has been built at Eastney and taken over for use. 

The Eastney Rifle Range has been completed up to 500 yards, and good 
progress is being made with the remaining portion. 

The negotiations for procuring a Rifle Range at Plymouth for the use of the 
Royal Marines have not yet been coneluded. Consequently for the greater part of 
the year the practice was carried out at Browndown. The Army Ranges at 
Tregantle, however, are now temporarily available. 

The Armament of the Gun Drill Batteries at the several Divisions has been im- 
proved by the addition of several Quick Firing Guns ; several of the ordinary B.L. 
Guns have also been replaced by Quick Firing Guns. 

At the Chatham Division a new Drill Battery for light Quick Firing and 
Machine Guns is building, and will be finished shortly. 

A Battalion of Marines took part in the Army Drills and Manceuvres on Salis- 
bury Plain during the month of July. The men were attached to the 3rd Brigade 
consisting of Guards and Lincolnshire Regiments. 

The Detachment of Royal Marine Artillery lent to the Dominion Government 
for Submarine and Defence work at Vancouver Island were finally withdrawn in 
September last after six vears’ useful work at that Station. 

Fight Field and six Company Officers have been lent to the Army for special 
service during the war in South Africa. 
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iv. STATEMENT—NAvyY EsTIMATEs, 1900--1901. 


NAVAL RESERVES. 


The total number of Executive Officers now on the Active List, who have served 
for 12 months or more in the Navy, or who are now undergoing 12 months’ training, 
is 267, an increase of 24 since last year. 

Vacancies for Executive Officers are filled up as soon as they occur. There are 
now 302 qualified candidates on the list of applicants for appointment to the Reserve, 
but only about 50 vacancies can be filled in the course of a year, 20 of which are 
given to cadets nominated from the mercantile training ships, Worcester and Conway. 

The establishment of Engineer Officers, R.N.R., is fixed at 400. The present 
number borne is 380, being an increase of 29 over last year, and it is anticipated that 
all vacancies will be filled within the next six months at the present rate of 
volunteering. 

The Instructional Classes for Engineers in the Home Dockyard Reserves, eom- 
menced in 1898, have been continued. Three courses of six Officers are held each 
year, and the number of applicants is far in excess of the number authorised. Tho 
Officers who have been through the course have been well reported on for conduct and 
attention, and have appreciated the instruction and experience afforded. 

During the year 1899, 1,292 seamen and 544 firemen were enrolled, as compared 
with 2,536 and 621 respectively in 1898. 

On the 31st December, 1899, the numbers borne, as compared with the numbers 
voted. were : 

















Voted. Borne. 
en saci 1: AO a. 
Qualified Seamen, and Ist Class (old system) - 11,700 11,001 
Seamen class, and 2nd Class (old system) - 11,300 + 10,961 | 
| Firemen- - - - - ‘ 3,500 | 3,494 | 
| Boys” - - - . - - 250 | 256 
7 = 
Totals - - - - - 26,750 | 25,712 | 
| ' 








The numbers voted for 1899 included an increase of 1,000 beyond the numbers 
voted for 1898, and the above figures show that they have not been obtained. 

During the year ending 31st December, 1899, 980 men were embarked for six 
months’ naval training. In 1898 the number was 1,711. 

The decrease in the numbers entered and also in those embarked for naval train- 
ing occurred chiefly in the earlier months of the financial year, when the fishing 
industry was unusually active. It is also stated that latterly unusually good wages 
have prevailed owing to the large number of transports employed, and that there 
have been many vacancies at the docks, owing to reservists being called up for ser- 
vice with the colours. 

The result of the six months’ training in a man-of-war on the men is remark- 
ably good, and it is quite easy to distinguish among the men on drill on a Royal 
Naval Reserve Battery those who have been through the six months’ training. The 
number now serving afloat is 448. 

500 Reserve men, including 53 Firemen, served in ships during the Manceuvres, 
and were well reported on. 

All Royal Naval Reserve Drill Ships and Batteries have now received 3-pr. Q.F. 
guns, and will all have received 6in. Q.F.C. guns by the end of the present financial 
year. Ten Maxim guns have also been supplied. It isin contemplation to supply all 
Royal Naval Reserve Drill Ships and Batteries with Maxim guns, and with 5-in. 
Q.F.C. guns to replace the remaining obsolete M.L.R. guns. A commencement will 
be made during the forthcoming financial year. 

The Gunboat Gleaner having proved a success in training the Royal Naval 
Reserve officers and men of the President by taking them to the Nore for target 
practice with modern 4°7-in. and 3-pr. guns, the Gunboat Antelope has heen stationed 
at Portishead to train the Royal Naval Reserve officers and men of the Dedalus in 


the same manner, 
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STATEMENT—NAVY ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. v. 


Considerable correspondence has taken place with regard to a larger and more 
thorough development of a system of Naval Reserves in the Australian Colonies, but 
it has been considered most expedient to await the establishment of one central 
authority under the scheme of Federation, so as to organise a central system of 
Colonial Naval Reserve if an agreement can be arrived at. 

Negotiations are still in progress as to the formation of a Naval Reserve in 
Canada. It is sought to overcome the difficulty created by the requirement of a six 
months’ training at sea ina man of-war, which is one of the conditions of service in 
the United Kingdom. 

Other plans for strengthening and developing our system of Reserves are under 
consideration. 


MOBILISATION. 


The number of vessels and Torpedo Boats taking part in the Manceuvres in 1899 
was 117, manned by 28,839 officers and men. 

The total number of Coastguard men embarked was 1,433, and of Royal Naval 
Reserve officers and men, 571. 

Detachments consisting approximately of 98 officers and 1,192 seamen and 
marines have been landed from the ships at the Cape for temporary service with the 
land forces in South Africa. 

The number of ships in Commission for home and foreign service on Ist January, 
1899, was 339; on 1st January, 1900, the number was 348. 

The effective strength of the number of ships in Commission for active service 
has been increased by the transfer of the officers and men of the ships formerly 
belonging to the Training Squadron to four modern cruisers, viz., the St. George, 
Juno, Minerva, and Cambrian. These ships are still kept together as a separate 
Squadron under a Commodore. 

During the past year several ships of a new type have been commissioned. The 
Cunopus has relieved the Anson on the Mediterranean Station, and the Ocean is about 
to relieve the Hoo’. The Hermes has joined the North America Squadron, and her 
sister ship, the Highflyer, is now in Commission, and will proceed later to the East 
Indies as flagship. 

As regards other reliefs the Renown has been replaced on the North America 
Station by a first-class cruiser, and is now the flagship of the Commander-in-Chief on 
the Mediterranean Station. The Terrible, which was destined for the China Station, 
and the Powerful, which was on her way home, have been temporarily detained at the 
Cape. The squadron in South African waters has been further reinforced by five 
cruisers detached from the Channel, Mediterranean, and East Indies Squadrons. 

The four river Gunboats sent out to the China Station in sections in the autumn 
of 1898 were all commissioned during 1899, three for the Yangtze River and one for 
the West River. Another of these Gunboats is now on passage out, and, on arrival, 
will be pnt together for service in the West River. 

Two Torpedo Boat Destroyers have been attached to each of the Gunnery 
Schools and one to each Torpedo School for training purposes. It is intended 
later to attach a seagoing Cruiser to each Gunnery School, in place of one of these 
Destroyers, for the purpose of enabling firing to be carried out under modern 
conditions. 

Steps are being taken to provide kits for a further number of 10,000 men of the 
Royal Naval Reserve and Pensioners when called out for active service, making a 
total of 20,000 kits that will be ready for immediate issue from the Victualling Yards 
should the occasion for their use arise. 


COALING OF THE FLEET. 


Arrangements connected with the coaling of the Fleet have been under the special 
consideration of the Board. Steps have been taken to increase the reserve stocks at 
certain of our Coaling Stations, and experiments are in progress with the object of 
selecting a Patent Fuel suitable as a special reserve on the more distant stations. 

Arrangements are being made for the institution of a system of supply of coal 
to certain Fleets and Dockyards by colliers directly under Admiralty control, a 











vi. STATEMENT—NAVY ESTIMATES, 1900--1901. 


successful experiment in this direction having been made in the course of the year. 
Efforts are being made to widen the area of supply as far as practicable, and to take 
advantage of the coal resources of the Colonies when local coal can be shown to he 
of suitable quality for H.M.’s ships, and can be supplied at reasonable rates. Steps 
have been taken to provide for a certain quantity of New Zealand coal from the West 
Port Collieries for use on the China Station, and local Australian coal is now used 
on the Australian Station as far as circumstances permit. 
TRANSPORT SERVICE. 

Since the beginning of July 181 Transports and Freight Ships (including second 
voyages) have been engaged in the conveyance to South Africa of a force of 
132,384 officers and men, 23,345 horses and 26,364 mules, exclusive of the troops, 
horses, etc., conveyed from India and the Colonies under local arrangements, and of 
certain volunteer detachments and special corps. 


NEW CONSTRUCTION, 

The abnormal activity in shipbuilding and engineering which was described in 
the Statement of last year has continued during 1899-1900, and has seriously 
affected progress and expenditure on ships, machinery, and armour. Delays in 
delivery of material, difficulties in securing adequate numbers of workmen, and other 
circumstances, have caused the aggregate earnings on Contract work to fall short of 
the estimated amount by about £1,400,000, though the estimate was carefully 
calculated on the basis of actual earnings in past years on ships of similar character 
and on very close investigations of the possible output of armour. 

While the most marked effect of these exceptional conditions is shown in the 
Contract Vote, progress in the construction of Dockyard ships has also been some- 
what affected, especially in connexion with the supply of propelling machinery and 
armour. It is the rate of this supply which will practically determine the dates of 
completion of several important ships. 

The armour-plate makers have considerably increased their output during the 
year, and have made large extensions of plant. Their total output will be nearly 
50 per cent. greater than it was in 1898-99, but nevertheless the deliveries will fall 
short of the amount anticipated by £420,000 in value. All of the firms have been 
fully employed, and there are large orders yet to be executed. The situation is one 
of some difficulty, but there is every reason to hope that it will still further improve 
during the next financial year, as new extensions of plant come into use. 

The fact that so large a number of ships now in construction are designed for 
exceptionally high speeds, and will, therefore, be equipped with propelling machinery 
of great power, also tends to affect the rate of progress. Machinery of this kind 
can only be produced by firms of the first rank, who are limited in number, and who, 
in many cases, have other important contracts in hand. Longer periods are required 
for the manufacture and erection of the machinery, with the natural result of more 
time being necessary for the completion of the ships. 


Battlesh ips. 


The Canopus was commissioned in December last, and is on service in the 
Mediterranean. The Ocean and Goliath will be completed this financial year. The 
Glory has been delivered by the Contractor, and is now making her steam trials as 
a preliminary to being taken in hand for completion at Portsmouth. The completion 
of the Albion has been delayed by financial difficulties of the contractors for the 
engines, but special arrangements have been made for finishing their work, and it is 
hoped that the vessel will he delivered shortly. The sixth ship of the Canopus class, 
the Vengeance, is well advanced, and her builders anticipate delivering her at the 
contract date in July next. 

Good progress has been made with the six Battleships of the Formidable class 
which are building in the Dockyards, especially with the last three which were 
launched in the autumn, namely, the London, on the 21st September, in nine months 
after laying down, the Bulwark on 18th October, in seven months, and the Venerable 
on the 2nd November, in ten months. Their completion will depend upon the delivery 
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of certain portions of their armour. It is hoped that the Formidable, Irresistible, and 
Implacable will be completed by March 1901, and the London, Bulwark, and Venerable 
during the autumn of that year. 

Four vessels of the Dynan class, building by contract, have been advanced during 
the financial year, but not to the extent that would have been possible under ordinary 
conditions. 

Two others, the Albemarle and Montagu, have been hegun in the Dockyards. 


Alrimoured Cruisers. 


Fourteen of these vessels are now in course of construction. Particulars of thei 
designs have heen furnished in previous statements. 

The Cressy class were the first laid down, all being built by contract. Two of 
the six vessels of this class have been launched, and it is hoped that they will be 
delivered by the contractors during the year 1900-1901. Two others are well 
advanced. 

The Drake class inclades four vessels, the Mrake being under construction at 
Pembroke, and the remaining three vessels in private yards. Considerable delay 
occurred in the commencement of the contract ships; good progress is now being 
made, but it is too soon to forecast the dates of completion with certainty. 

The new class, described in my statement last year as vessels of a displacement 
of 9,800 tons, now called the A/onmouth class, includes four vessels, two building by 
contract and two in the Dockyards, the two latter only lately commenced. 


First Class Protected Opuisers. 


The vessels of this class which were building at the commencement of 1899-190, 
have all been completed, with the exception of the Spurtiute, which, like the Albion 
has been delayed by financial difficulties of the contractors for the engines. It 
is anticipated that she will be finished in the autumn of this year. 


Second Class Protected Cruisers. 


Four vessels of this class have been under construction during the financial 
year. Three, the Gladiator, Herines, and Highflyer, ave already completed, the last 
two being commissioned. 

The Hywinth has passed through her trials and will be completed at an early 
date. 

Third Class Cruisers. 


Seven of these vessels (/v/orus class) were under construction at the commence- 
ment of this financial year. All except the Pandora will be completed before the 
31st March. 

It was contemplated to lay down three new third class cruisers of rather larger 
dlimensions than the Pelorws class and of high speed, and a small sum was inserted 
in the Estimates for their commencement. 

A thorough investigation has since been made of alternative designs for the 
proposed vessels, and of the designs for vessels of a similar class projected or building 
for foreign Powers. The action taken by each Power, according to the latest 
information in respect of such designs, has also been under review. After full 
consideration of all the circumstances, and weighing the fact that the cost involved 
in building such vessels is out of proportion to their fighting value and sea-keeping 
qualities, it has been deemed expedient not to proceed with their construction. In 
their place it is proposed to build an improved second class cruiser of the Hermes type, 
with about 21 knots speed, to be built in 2 Dockyard, the cost of which would remain 
within the limits of liability tor the three third class cruisers sanctioned by Parliament, 
This design is not yet complete. 
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Sloops and Gunboats. 


Kight sloops have been in progress. Two will be completed this year, and four 
next year. The remaining two have been recently commenced. 

Of the four gunboats (Dwarf class) two have been completed, one being in 
Commission. The other two, which were delayed at contractors’ works, are now 
approaching completion. 


Torpedo Boat Destroyers. 


The total number of vessels in this class is 108. Forty-two have trial speeds of 
26 to 27 knots; 62 have trial speeds of 30 knots; and 4 have contract-speeds 
ranging from 31 to 33 knots. 

Forty of the first category and 44 of the 30 knot class have been completed and 
passed through their trials. 

Of the two of the first category mentioned in the Statement of last year as having 
new boilers fitted, one has passed the official speed trials, obtaining 26} knots, and 
should he delivered shortly. The sister vessel is being prepared for trial. 

Of the 18 incomplete vessels of the 30 knot class, three have been delivered, but 
have still to pass their speed trials. Twelve of the remainder were ordered last year 
under the Supplementary Programme and are being advanced. The first of these 
will probably be delivered immediately, and be ready to undergo her official trials. 

Of the four remaining Destroyers, intended to develop speeds exceeding 30 
knots, one obtained 32 knots on her preliminary trials, and has been delivered. She 
will soon undergo her official trials. Another vessel of equal contract speed is in an 
early stage of construction. A third, designed for 33 knots, has been undergoing a 
long series of preliminary trials, but has not yet attained the full speed. 

The fourth experimental vessel is the iver, which has been fitted with Parsons’ 
Steam Turbine. The contract speed in this case is 31 knots, but it was anticipated 
that a considerably higher speed would be attained. On preliminary trials (for short 
periods) speeds of about 35 knots have been reached. It is hoped that the vessel 
will soon be ready for her ofticial trials; and it is proposed, after these trials are 
completed, to make exhaustive experiments with her, as great importance attaches to 
this novel system of propulsion. 


Torpedo Boats, 


The two Torpedo Boats included in the Programme for 1899-1900 are under 
construction. The contract speed, at ordinary load displacement, is 25 knots. 


Royal Yaeht. 


The new Royal Yacht was ready for her steam trials at the beginning of 


January, but an accident which occurred to her while undocking at Pembroke besides 
damaging the vessel’s bottom revealed a serious miscalculation of weight whieh will 
make considerable alterations necessary before she can proceed with her trials. 


NEW SHIPBUILDING PROGRAMME. 

In the coming financial year it is proposed to lay down— 

2 Battleships. 

6 First Class Armoured Cruisers. 

1 Second Class Cruiser (Improved Heries). 

2 Sloops (Twin Screw). 

2 Light draught Gunboats. 

2 Torpedo Boats. 


Of these, 2 Battleships, 2 Armoured Cruisers, 1 Second Class Cruiser, and 
2 Sloops will be built in the Dockyards, and 4 Armoured Cruisers, 2 Gunboats 
and 2 Torpedo Boats will be built by Contract. 
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STATEMENT—NAvy Estimates, 1900-1901. 
Summary. 


The following Ships will thus be under construction in the course of the 
ear :— 
. 17 Battleships. 

20 Armoured Cruisers. 

1 First Class Protected Cruiser. 

2 Second Class Protected Cruisers. 
1 Third Class Cruiser. 

8 Sloops. 

2 Light Draught Gunboats. 

4 Torpedo Boats. 
21 Torpedo Boat Destroyers. 

1 Royal Yacht. 


FINANCIAL PROVISION FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION. 


The estimated expenditure on New Construction for the coming year, exclusive 
of Establishment Charges, is less by £395,335 than the sum voted for the same 
purpose in the present year, the figures being £8,460,146, against £8,855,481 for 
1899-1900, but it is larger by £1,131,179 than the anticipated actual expenditure for 
this year, viz., £7,328,967, and if this larger sum should be spent in 1900-1901, it 
will represent an expenditure larger by more than a million than has ever yet been 
reached. The experience gained in recent years that, after the most careful calcula- 
tions as to the probable earnings of Contractors for hulls of ships, machinery, and 
armour, the expenditure for New Construction has continually failed to reach the 
sum voted, has been taken into account in framing the Estimate for 1900-1901. If 
the Contractors should earn more instalments than are estimated for in the proposed 
vote, a Supplementary Estimate would, of course, be necessary. 

It should be observed that only a portion of the short earnings in the present 
year will affect the liabilities of 1900-1901. The financial effect of slower work by 
Contractors is mainly to throw part of the cost on later years. 


MACHINERY AND BOILERS. 


The following vessels have completed their contract steam trials during the 
present financial year :— 

First Class Battleships.—Conopus, Ocean, and Goliath. 

First Class Cruiser.—A mphitrite. 

Second Class Cruisers.— Heres, Highflyer, and Hyacinth. 

Third Class Cruisers. —Perseus, Pyramus, Pioneer, and Prometheus. 

Sloop.—Losario. 

Gunboats.—Dwarf, Thistle, Bramble, and Britomart. 

Torpedo Boat Destroyers.—Hleren, in addition to one which completed its trial 
between the date of the last Statement and Ist April, 1899. 

The battleship Glory, the sloop Condor, and 4 Torpedo Boat Destroyers will 
probably complete their trials before the lst April, 1900. 

The third class cruisers Barham and Bellona, and the torpedo gunboat Seagull, 
have been re-boilered with water-tube boilers, the two first with Thorneycroft boilers, 
and the ijast with Niclausse boilers, and have satisfactorily completed their full power 
steam trials during the present year. 

The Torpedo Gunboats Skipjack and Speedwell have been fitted with new water- 
tube boilers of the Reed, or small tube type, and with new engines of 6,000 I.H.P. 
The adoption of water-tube boilers in conjunction with light and quick running 
machinery of the torpedo boat destroyer type has enabled the I.H.P. developed in 
these vessels to be increased from 3,500 to 6,000. They have both successfully 
completed their contract machinery trials. 

The Sheldrake, which is fitted with water-tube boilers of the Babcock and Wilcox 
type, having tubes of a diameter intermediate between those of the — and small 
tube type, has completed an exhaustive series of sea-going trials, similar to those 
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carried out by the Sharpshooter, with satisfactory results, and, with a view to further 


experience with these boilers, orders have been given for a set for the new sloop 
Espiegle, now building. ' 

The Seagull, fitted with water-tube boilers of the Niclausse pattern, is now in 
commission and is undergoing a series of sea-going trials similar to those carried 
out by the Sharpshooter and Sheldrake, which are fitted with the Belleville and Baheock 
and Wilcox types of water-tube boiler respectively. 

DockYARDS. 

The work in the Royal Dockyards continues to be performed in a satisfactory 
manner, 

The numbers of men employed in the six Home Dockyards have had to be 
increased considerably during the current year, to meet the requirements of the 
Service. The total number to be employed in 1900-1901 in Dockyards at Home 
and abroad is 32,340. 

Special care is being taken to continue to introduce labour-saving machines and 
tools of the newest description and make. 

During the present year changes have been made in the status and pay of the 
subordinate officers of the Dockyards, and the office of “Inspector” has been intro- 
duced in all Trades with a view to improving the supervision of the workmen and 
removing certain anomalies which existed. It is believed that this change will be 
generally beneficial. 

The scales of piece-work rates for the several classes of workmen have been very 
much amplified in order to ensure greater uniformity in the rates of pay for different 
kinds of work. The results of the working of the new scheme have been very  satis- 
factory. 

The general tendency of modern cruisers to increase in length has made it 
necessary that longer building slips should be provided at the Dockyards. The 
action taken is referred to in this Statement under “ New Works.” 

The scheme for adapting Haulbowline Dockyard for repairing Her Majesty's 
ships, and making the best use of the fine dry dock there, is now drawing near 
completion, and the work done at that dockyard is increasing. It has, therefore, 
been decided to make some additions to the professional staff, and to place a certain 
number of men on the Establishment as at other Yards. 

The Naval Yards abroad have been fully employed in carrying out the work of 
repairing Ships for re-commission, and also on the ordinary necessary repairs, ete., to 
commissioned Ships. 

The increase of the Fleets on the Mediterranean and China Stations has rendered 
the large extensions of the Dockyards at Malta and Hong Kong, which are jeing 
carried out under the Works Loan, urgently necessary. 


LARGE Reparrs during 1899-1900. 
The following ships have been or will be completed in the Home Yards :— 


Dreadnought. Archer. 
Blake. Scout. 
Llenheim. Cossack. 
Gibraltar. Barhain. 
Grafton. Bellona. 
Hale. Calypso. 
Immortalité. Basilisk. 
Talbot. Speedy. 
Astro. Shipjack. 
Foe. Speedwell, 
Intrepid. Harrier. 
Pique. Hussar. 
Seylla. Seagull. 
Forte. Magpie. 
Sybille. Redbreast. 
Pallas. Partridge. 


Pheali * Lizrd. 
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The following ships are in hand :— 
oD 


Anson. Heeate 

Camperdown. Blanche. 

Iinperieuse. Spider. 

Narcissus. Sparrow. 2 
Amphion. 


The details of the Repairs and Refits to be carried out in 1900-1901 appear in 
the Appendix to the Navy Estimates. 


NAVAL ORDNANCE. 


The manufacture of guns is proceeding, and the production has so far kept pace 
with the requirements of the Fleet. 

The new 9°2-inch gun will shortly be ready for trial, and will be completed before 
it is required for ships. 

A new gun of 75-inch diameter, throwing a projectile of 200 lbs. weight, is 
nider manufacture for trial, and will shortly be delivered. 

The conversion of the 6-inch B.L. guns to Quick-Firers has been completed for 
all ships which are considered to be worth the expense. Conversion for the Royal 
Naval Reserve Batteries and Drill Ships is proceeding, and will, it is hoped, be com- 
pleted by June, 1900. 

Trials of the Vickers-Maxim automatic 37 M.m. (13-inch) in competition with 
the existing 3-pr. quick-firng gun were earried out during the past year, and it was 
decided that for Naval purposes this gun shows no superiority to the 3-pr. 

The :303 Maxim gun is now being adopted for Naval purposes, in lieu of the 
‘£5, which has hitherto been the Naval pattern, This will make the ammunition 
interchangeable with that used for rifles. 

The requirements of ammunition and projectiles for the Navy during the past 
year have been met, and considerable assistance has been given to the Army since 
the commencement of hostilities. 

Supplies of cordite are well maintained, and the substitution of cordite for 
powder charges in all quick-firing guns will be nearly complete by the end of 1900-1901. 

Trials of projectiles, which have been in progress for some time, have resulted 
in the adoption of a pattern of shell suitable for the attack of the light armour now 
heing generally adopted for the protection of secondary armaments. 

A new pattern of naval cutlass and a new pattern of accoutrements have been 
approved, and will be gradually introduced. 

The replacement of older types of torpedoes is being continued, and the adoption 
of Gyroscopic fittings will result in a considerably increased etliciency of all torpedoes 
so fitted. 

The results obtained from the new types of heavy gun mountings are very 
satisfactory, the rapidity of fire having been considerably increased beyond previous 
results. 

Designs for new mountings of improved type are being worked out, and the 
manufacture of all gun mountings now on order is keeping pace with the requirements 
of the Fleet. 


WYRELESS TELEGRAPHY. 


The Marconi system of Wireless Telegraphy was tried in the Naval Manceuvres 
of 1899, and proved very successful so long as only one ship was signalling. Signals 
were taken in successfully at a distance of 60 miles. 

Negotiations have been carried on between H.M.’s Government and the Marconi 
Company, but the question of terms has not yet been settled. In the meanwhile the 
Admiralty are endeavouring to procure, for further and more extended trials, some 
more installations of Wireless Telegraphy, both from the Marconi Company and from 
other sources. 





xii. STATEMENT—NAVY ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
NEW WORKS. 
New WorkKS IN THE ESTIMATES. 


The principal new works for which provision is made in these Estimates 
are— 

A new Building Slip and workshops at Devonport. 

The establishment of a Coaling Depot at the Falkland Islands. 

Hospital and other shore accommodation for the “Ganges” Training Ship at 
Harwich. 

A new General Hospital at Portland to replace the existing huts. 

Cold Meat Stores at Gibraltar. 


WorKS IN PROGRESS. 


The extension of No. 5 Slip at Portsmouth is finished. Good progress has been 
made with the new Angle Iron Smithery, and with the new coaling arrangements. 
The extension of the Jetties will be finished by the end of the financial year 
1899-1900. 

The new Coal Sheds at Gibraltar and the extension of the Boat House at Malta, 
will also be completed this financial year. 

The new Cooperage in Plymouth Victualling Yard has been finished. 

Some delay has occurred in completing the plans for the new Slip at Chatham, 
but it is expected that considerable progress will be made with this work during the 
year 1900-1901. 

The Rifle Ranges at Sheerness and Wei-hai-Wei are finished, and those at 
Eastney and Tipnor are nearly complete. 


PROGRESS UNDER THE NAVAL Works ACTs. 


Inclosure ond Defence of Harbours. 


Gibraltar.—The Admiralty Mole Extension was brought up to water level by 
30th September, 1898. It is now being increased to its full section. About 1,800 
feet of Quay Wall have been completed. 

The Detached Mole has been brought above water level for a length of over 
1,400 feet. 

Three dredgers are at work deepening the harbour. 

On the Commercial Mole the Bonded Warehouses are well advanced. The 
extension of the Old Mole to the eastern end of the Viaduct is completed, and the 
{mbankment beyond the Viaduct is in progress. The dredging of the trenches for 
the walls of the Western Arm is finished, and rubble is being deposited. 

Portland.—The whole of the new Breakwater was brought up to low water level 
by the middle of April, 1899, five months in advance of the contract time. 

Dover.—Admiralty Pier Extension.—Blockmaking for this work has proceeded 
steadily, and there are now over 1,600 blocks in stock. The temporary Staging has 
been completed for 9 bays, that is for a length of about 450 feet, and there are now 
in use on the Staging one 60-ton and two 40-ton Goliaths. Divers have been at 
work for some weeks preparing the foundations, and block-setting on the permanent 
works of the Admiralty Pier Extension has been begun. 

As a protection to the Staging and shipping, a Lightship has been moored off the 
end of the Staging, and a Fog Signalling apparatus established on the outer end of 
the Staging itself. 

East Reclatiation.—The piles for the Trestle Railway have been erected for a 
total length of 3,650 feet, and the superstructure is completed for 3,200 feet. The 
foundations of the Reclamation Wall are complete for a length of 3,050 feet, and the 
wall itself has been brought up to the level of high water of neap tides for a length 
of 2,700 feet. 

The excavation of the chalk cliff for filling has proceeded steadily, and for a 
length of about 600 feet the backing of the Reclamation Wall has been completed to 
a height of 25 feet above low water. 
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East Arm.—A commencement has been made with the erection of the temporary 
Staging for this work. 

Sandwich, &c.—Blockmaking for the Turret Widening Wall and the making of 
apron blocks for the East Reclamation Wall has been carried on satisfactorily. 


Adapting Naval Ports to present needs of Fleet. 


Deepening Harbours and Approuches—Work at Chatham and Haulbowline is 
finished. Dredging is proceeding at Portsmouth and Devonport. 

Keyham Dockyard Extension.—Nearly all the mud has been removed from the site 
of the Docks. Good progress has been made with the works generally. 

Gibraltar Dockyard Extension.—The new dockyard buildings and the dam fer 
No. 3 Dock are in course of construction. Good progress has been made with the 
slipways for Torpedo Boat Destroyers. 

Hong Kong Dockyard Extension.—The recently acquired buildings are being used 
as stores, workshops, &e., and the necessary alterations are being made in them. 
The widening of the Queen’s Road is proceeding. The contract for the main portion 
of the work has just been approved. 

Pembroke Jetty—This work has not made as much progress as was expected, and 
the contract time for completion will be exceeded. . 

Portsmouth—Widening Caisson.—Practically completed. 

Haulbowline Improvements.—W ork is nearly finished. 

Chatham Dock.—Tenders will be invited shortly. 

Malta Dockyard Extension.—The preparation of the site is proceeding rapidly. 

Bermuda Dockyard E.xctension.—The contract will be let during the present year. 

Simon's Bay Dockyard Extension —The contract particulars are being prepared. 

Naval Barracks, de. 

Progress on the new Naval Barracks at Chatham, Portsmouth, and Keyham has 
heen very satisfactory. 

Sheerness Naval Barracks.—As explained last year, the proposal to build new 
barracks for the Gunnery School at Sheerness has been abandoned and a site is being 
sought at Chatham. No satisfactory arrangements have yet been arrived at for the 
acquisition by the Admiralty of a sufficient area of land for the purpose ; but this 
delay is of little consequence, as, owing to the difficulty of obtaining sufficient labour, 
it would in any case be inexpedient to start another large building work at Chatham 
until the new Naval Barracks and Hospital have made further progress. 

Chatham Naval Hospital.—The foundations of the main buildings are completed, 
aud the brickwork is progressing. 

Britannia Royal Naval College—Tenders have been invited. Much work has been 
done on foundations, preparation of the site, &c. 

Mugazines.—W ork is progressing satisfactorily. 

Haslar Hospital Extension is making good progress, and the Infectious Hospital at 
Haulbowline is nearly finished. ‘ 

A statement of the estimated expenditure for the year ending on the 31st March, 
1900, will shortly be laid before Parliament. 








17th February, 1900. GEORGE J. GOSCHEN, 
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or RUuLEs, ete. which have been presented during the Session, and are 


required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 
of the House. 


(Continuation of List given in preceding Volume). 





Cc. 


Cc. 








Act, 1899), 
Amendment 


v2, 


the 


Districts, 


Title of Paper. 


2, s. 32] 


8. 


75, s. 97] 


South Australia (Constitution Amendment 
Copy of The Constitution 
Act, 1899, of South 
Australia, No. 731 [13 and 14 Vic, 


Education Department,—Copy of Minute of 
the Committee of Council on Education, 
dated 4th August, 1899, modifying Arti 
cles 15 and 15* of the Evening Continua- 
tion Schools Code 1899 [35 and 34 Vic., 


Kdueation (Scotland) (Code, 1900),--Copy of 
Code of Regulations for Day Schools by 
the Lords of 
Privy Council on Education in Scotland | 
[35 and 36 Vie., ¢ 62, s. 67 | 


the Committee of the 


Sea Fisheries Regulation Act, 188s8,--Copy of 
Order made by the Board of Trade, under | 
provisions of The Sea Fisheries 
Regulation Act, 1888, for uniting the 
Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries | 
together with Repert by | 
Inspector on Inquiry [51 and 52 Vic., 
D4, s. | (4)| 


Education Department (Code 1900),-—-Copy of | 
Code of Regulations for Day Schools, 
with Schedules and Appendices, by the | 


Lords of the Committee of the Privy 
Council on Edueation [33 and 34 Viec., 





e. 76, 0. 97) 


Period (after 


Date of Presenta- k a 
: Presentation) to lie 


tion. i 
upon the Table. 

22) February 30 days 
22 February One calenda: 

month 

23 February 1 month 

26 February 30. days 
27 February One month 
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| Period (after 
Title of Paper. Date — | Presentation) to lie 
; upon the Table. 


Education Department,—Copy of Minute of , 28 February | One month 

the Committee of Council on Education, . 

dated 26th February 1900, providing for 

Grants on Account of the Education of 

Defective and Epileptic Children, and 

prescribing Conditions to be fulfilled by 

Certified Schools for such Children [33 

and 34 Vie., ¢. 75, s. 97}. 


University of London Act, 1898,—Copy of March 1 
Regulations made for the University of 
London by the Commissioners under The 
University of London Act, 1898, dated 
27th February 1900 [61 and 62 Vic., c. 
62, s. 5 (2)). 





